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BIOGRAPHY. 
The Life of the Most Reverend Joun Potter, D. D. Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury. 


Tue father of this learned divine, and vigilant prelate, was 
a linen draper at Wakefield, in Yorkshire, where the son was 
born in 1674, and received his education at the grammar school 
till he came to the age of fourteen, when he was removed to 
Oxford, and entered a batteler of University College. In 1693 
he published, in one volume octavo, “ Variantes Lectiones et 
Note ad Plutarchi librum de audiendis Poétis, cum Interpre- 
tatione Latina Hugonis Grotii; item Variantes Lectiones et 
Note ad Basilii Magni Orationem ad Juvenes quomodo cum 
fructu legere possint Grecorum libros.” ‘This work was printed 
at the University press, and the expense was defrayed by Dr. 
Arthur Chariett, master of University College, who presented 
copies of it as a new year’s gift to the young students of his 
house. The year following Mr. Potter was chosen feliow of 
Lincoln College, where he became a distinguished tutor. In 
1697 he published a beautiful edition of Lycophron’s Alexandra, 
in folio, and the same year appeared the first volume of his Ar- 
chaologia Grace, or the Antiquities of Greece, which was fol- 
lowed by the second volume the next year. These works esta- 
blished his fame in the learned world, and procured him an ex- 
tensive correspondence with men of letters at home and abroad. 
In 1704 he took tne degree of bachelor in divinity, and was 
appointed chaplain to Archbishop Tenison, He proceeded to 
his doctor’s degree in 1706, and soon after became chaplain in 
ordinary to Queen Anne. The next year he published his va- 
luable “ Discourse on Church Government,” in which he tho- 
roughly refuted the pernicious principles of Erastianism, then 
beginning to be fashionable ; and vindicated Episcopacy by in- 
VoL. 5. “2R 
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322 Life of Archbishop Potter. 


controvertible arguments. This excellent performance has Bee’ 
well abridged, in a small compass, by the late worthy Mr. Wil- 
liam Stevens. At the beginning of the next year, he succeeded 
Dr. Jane, as Regius professor of divinity, and canon of Christ 
Church, in Oxford, for which he was indebted to the special 
interposition of the great Duke of Marlborough. By the same 
interest also, Dr. Potter was raised to the bishopric of Oxford 
in 1715, in which year appeared his edition of Clemens Alex- 
andrinus. While he was engaged in printing this work, a hu- 
mour fell into his eyes, which obliged him to commit the care 
of correcting the press to others: whence it unfortunately hap- 
pened that numerous typographical errors abound in it, of which 
he makes a heavy complaint in his preface. He still held the 
professorship, and filled both dignities with the greatest reputa- 
tion, rarely failing to preside in person at the divinity disputa- 
tions in the schools ; and regularly holding his triennial visita- 
tion at St. Mary’s church, upon which occasion, his charges to 
the Clergy were always suited to the exigency of the times. 
Accordingly, when Hoadley advanced his doctrine about Sin- 
cerity as the only ground of acceptance with God, Bishop Potter 
took occasion, in his first charge, in 1718, to caution his Clergy 
against it. This charge being printed at the request of the au- 
dience, was warmly resented by Hoadley ; and though neither 
his name nor the title of his book occurred therein, he took the 
rebuke to himself, and presently published an answer, to which 
our author replied. Bishop Potter entered into this controversy 
with a more fervent zeal than was thought natural to the cool- 
ness and moderation of his temper, for which he alleged, that 
the very existence of the church bemg struck at by the doctrines 
he opposed, it became an indispensible duty upon the pastors 
thereof todefendit. To this purpose he very appositely quoted 
that law at Athens, which in case of any dangerous commotions 
and disturbances in the state, excused those who had espoused 
the party in opposition to that which finally prevailed, as having 
engaged therein honestly, though with a mistaken zeal; whilst 
a severe penalty was inflicted upon those who contented thems 
selves quietly under their vines at home without engaging on 
either side ; which indifference or neutrality was condemned as 
proceeding from a resolution to risk nothing for the public good. 
It is remarkable, that Hoadley, in his answer, declares he was 
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Life of Archbishop Potter. S23 


more concerned on account of this adversary than any other ; 
and no doubt he had more to apprehend from Bishop Potter’s 
character at that time, than that of all his other antagonists put 
together. 

Some time after this controversy, our prelate obtained the par- 
ticular friendship of the Princess of Wales, afterwards queen 
Caroline, and, upon the accession of George II. to the throne, 
he preached the coronation sermon, which was printed: and 
the chief direction of the public affairs, with regard to the 
church, was tendered to him, but he declined the offer, think- 
ing it would involve him too much im state affairs. He then re- 
tired to discharge the duties of his bishopric and professorship ; 
and there continued till, by the death of Archbishop Wake, in 
1736, he was called to the metropolitan chair. ‘This high sta- 
tion he fiiled during the space of ten years with great reputation ; 
whoily attentive to the duties of his ecclesiastical function, with- 
out engaging too highiv in the secular affairs incident to that 
great office. Thus employed, he fell into a lingering disorder, 
which put a period to his life in 1747, leaving behind him the 
character of a prelate of distinguished piety and learning, 
strictly orthodox with regard to the doctrines of the Church of 
England, and a zealous and vigilant guardian thereof, against 
all the attempts that were made to subvert and undermine the 
establishment during his presidency. This brought upon him 
the illiberal censures of that weak and conceited old man Wil- 
liam Whiston, who, in the memoirs of his own life, tells a foolish, 
tale respecting his recommending Dr. Potter to Queen Caroline 
for the Archbishopric of Canterbury, though the fact is indis- 
putable that the bishop was in the confidence and favour of the 
princess long before she came to the throne. The concluding 
remark of Whiston respecting this great prelate is very curious. 
‘‘ [ am sorry, very sorry to say it, that Archbishop Potter 
seemed to me almost as unwilling to open his eyes to see the 
grievous errors of Athanasianism, which are now so fully de- 
tected as to be sinking out of the learned world, as any of the 
Papists were to see the other gross errors of Popery at the Pro- 
testant reformation.” Here we see that the ground of Whis- 
ton’s enmity to the Archbishop was the firmness of the latter 
in Maintaining the orthodox faith, of which the former was 
through life the furious but weak assailant. 
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Another person who bore the Archbishop no good-will, was 
Dr. Conyers Middleton, who ascribed the loss of the master- 


ship of the Charter-House to the Prelate’s interference. ‘The 


Archbishop more than suspected that Middleton was a deist, 
and on that account he conscientiously opposed his appointment 
to that station. Middleton’s rival was Mr. Mann, author of a 
«“ Harmony of the Gospels,” and “ Critical Notes on particular 
passages of Scripture.” He was a person of considerable learn- 
ing, but not very sound in his theological principles; and when 
he waited upon the Archbishop to thank him for his vote, he 
had the impertinence to say, ‘* I suppose your grace knows that 
you have made choice of an Arzan.” The Archbishop was 
startled, but soon recollecting himself, made answer, “* An 
Arias perhaps may be better than a Dezst.” 

In 1753°was published, in three volumes octavo, ** The The- 
ological Works of Dr. John Potter, late Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, containing his Sermons, Charges, and Discourse of Church 
Government and Divinity Lectures ;” a collection which ought 
to be in every Clergyman’s library. 








For the Churchman’s Magazine. 


(From a Correspondent. ) 
NAAMAN THE SYRIAN. 


Observations on the fifth Chapter of the second Book of Kings. 


Naaman, it seems, was a personage of high distinction, 
a mighty man of valour, by whom deliverance had been given 
unto Syria; and, therefore, we are informed, ‘ he was a great 
man with his master, and honourable.” But, as there is always 
some drop of bitterness in the sweetest cup of human felicity, 
some infirmity blended with the most exalted character, some 
alloy of misery in the most brilliant and honourable situations, 
we find that this great and distinguished favourite did not 
escapé the common lot of mortality—his enjoyments were all 
embittered by the prevalence of a loathsome and lingering dis- 
ease, “for he was aleper.” His master, the king of Syria, 
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Naaman the Syrian. 325 


could give him wealth, or raise him to honour—these might 
be conferred by the hand of mortal man, but the ability to enjoy 
them must come from a superior power. 

Every circumstance of human life, however trifling it may 
at first appear, may be fraught with important consequences ; 
and every person, however low and insignificant we may deem 
him, may have it in his power to do us much good, as well as 
to inflict many grievous injuries. And this consideration ought 
to excite in us a spirit of universal gentleness and condescension. 
To recover the noble Syrian, every remedy had undoubtedly 
been applied, which the greatest wealth, or the highest influence 
could procure ; but hitherto without success. ‘The first pros- 
pect of relief appeared, it is probable, from a very unexpected 
quarter. ‘To the intervention of a little maid, who had been 
carried away captive out of the land of Israel, and who waited 
on Naaman’s wife, the recovery of that great man from his 
dreadful malady was to be attributed: “¢ For she said unto her 
mistress, would God, my Lord were with the Prophet that is 
in Samaria, for he would recover him of his leprosy.” 

He that has much to give, always finds the rest of the world 
very ready to serve him. The inquiry is, not whether he is 
worthy of their services, but whether he is able to reward them. 
We have reason to observe with regret, that the man who moves 
in the inferior ranks of life is too often a creature of little con- 
sequence to the greater part of those who are near him: others 
are seldom much affected either by his pleasures, or his pains. 
But elevate this man with riches; surround him with the spien- 
dors of power ; and he becomes, at once, the object of univer- 
sal attention. Has hea wish? All fly to gratify it. Has hea 
pain? All strive who shall be the first to mitigate it. No 
sooner was a mode proposed for the recovery of the favourite 
courtier, than one immediately went in and told his lord, 
“¢’Thus and thus said the maid that is of the land of Israel.” 

The king of Syria appears to have entertained a proper sense 
of the advantages which he had derived from the exertions of 
his valiant servant ; he, therefore, embraces,the proposal with- 
out hesitation, and with an earnestness of expression that com- 
monly indicates sincerity, replies at once, ‘ Go to, go, and I 
will send a letter unto the king of Israel.” This was accord- 
ingly written ; and the purport of it was, “ I have herewith sent 
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326 Naaman the Syrian. . 


Naaman my servant to thee, that thou mayést recover him of 
his leprosy.” But why did he not write to the prophet himself? 
Did he suppose that all wisdom and all virtue must necessarily 
be connected with earthly pomp and power? Did he not know, 
that God seeth not as man seeth; that, to confound the vanity 
of the human heart, and to show how the most unpromising 
instruments may be made, in /is hands, effectual for the most 
astonishing purposes, he frequently passes the rich and the 
powerful ; and selects, from among the lowly and upright, per- 
sons to be invested even with divine qualifications—with the 
gift of prophecy, and the power of working miracles? ‘The 
truth of these assertions the king of Israel was not now to learn ; 
he knew how far his powers extended, and where they were 
necessarily limited. 

‘It has frequently been remarked with propriety, that happi- 
ness is more equally distributed among the various ranks of 
men, than the world commonly imagines. If wealth and power 
be possessed of many peculiar advantages ; they are also as- 
saulted by numberless distracting pangs which never agitate the 
breasts of the lowly. The cedar of the mountain, from its very 
situation, is exposed to the rending tempest, from which the 
shrub of the valley 1s entirely sheltered. He that aspires to 
greatness may be said to live in solicztude, but he that possesses 
it certainly lives in fear. His suspicions are continually alarmed ; 
he trembles at every biast, as if it were directly intended to 
overthrow the fabric which he has erected; his eye is ever 
pained with the appearance of some supposed enemy ; his ear 
is always open to the sound of some approaching danger. No 
sooner had the king of Israel read the letter, than his jealous 
fears were all awakened. He attributes it not to curiosity, or 
friendship, or respect. They, whose situation leads them to 
use much art themselves, seldom expect candour in the conduct 
of others. Suspicion, ever ingenious in inventing causes of 
torment, immediately whispers, “ this extraordinary applica- 
tion must certainly arise from some sinister motive—some in- 
tended mischief undoubtedly lurks under these fair appear- 
ances.” Agitated with these extravagant apprehensions, ‘ he 
rent his clothes and said, Am I God, to kill and to make alive, 
that this man doth send unto me to recover a man of his le- 
prosy? Wherefore consider, I pray you, and see how he 
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327 
seeketh a quarrel against me.” How very different from these 
are the prevailing sentiments of the young and artless? Happy, 
enviable state! when the heart is not rendered cold and suspi- 
cious by long experience of the wickedness of men; when 
every emotion of the soul darts undisguised from the eye, and 
plays on the countenance ; when every generous expression of 
esteem from others is received with an open bosom, and re- 
turned with reciprocal ardor! Long may such ingenuous dis- 
positions escape the blasts of a selfish and malignant world, 
which, wherever they go, kill at once all these sweetest flowers 
of paradise. 

Let sinful greatness tremble, and guard its dear acquisitions 
with never-ceasing anxiety ; the man of stedfast integrity and 
humble piety is far removed from such vain alarms. Not se- 
duced by the smiles of an earthly superior into excessive joy, 
nor over-awed by his frowns into abject fear; not much afraid 
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_@f what man can do unto him, while he retains the loving-kind- 


ness of zm who rules over all; he stands collected in himself, 
ready to turn every occurrence to the glory of God, and the 
good of mankind: “ Let him come now to me, says the good 
Elisha, “ and he shall know that there is a prophet in Israel.” 
Those who have been long accustomed to luxurious living, 
splendid equipage, and all the delicate accommodations which 
elevated rank and fortune can procure, find it difficult, ever 
on the most solemn occasions, to lay aside the haughty supe- 
rior, and assume the mild deportment of the humble suppli- 
cant. They find the world, in general, bowing down before 
them; their intercourse with mankind has too often been in the 
style of peremptory command, and not of gentle entreaty. 
When, therefore, driven to the painful necessity, they will solicit 
a favour from men, with an air of superiority; and even blend, 
with their devotions to heaven, a needless parade; as if a display 
of external decoration could render them, in the sight of God, 
objects of more particular regard. ‘ Naaman came with his 
retinue, with his horses, and with his chariot, and stood at the 
door of the house of Elisha; thinking, as if would scem, to 
awaken in the prophet, by this splendid appearance, some 
marks of extreme solicitude ; some extraordinary preparations 
to effect his cure. But the good prophet was little moved by 
the world, and its glittering vanities. His life was devoted to 
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328 Naaman the Syrian. 


moderation in all things, and, for the most part, spent in re< 
tirement. The influence of the great favourite of the king of 
Syria extended not to his humble habitation. He had no in- 
terest to serve, but the interest of truth and virtue ; he had no 
advancement in view, but the advancement of God’s glory 
among the children of men. He therefore simply “ sent a 
messenger unto him, saying, Go and wash in Jordan seven 
times, and thy flesh shall come again unto thee, and thou shalt 
be clean.” And here, we have reason to lament the dangers 
of that state, where every passion is apt to be flattered, and 
every appetite strengthened by long and unrestrained indul- 
gence. ‘lhe man whois placed in these circumstances becomes 
captious and perverse; provoked by the slightest opposition; 
disinclined, on every occasion, to relinquish his own preten- 
sions, or to go out of his own way, and sometimes, even con- 
temptuously rejecting a favour, if it may not be conferred on 
his own terms. ‘ Thus, Naaman was wroth, and went away, 
and said, Behold, I thought he will surely come out to me, and 
stand, and call on the name of the Lord his God, and strike 
his hand over the place, and recover the leper. Are not Abana 
and Pharphar, rivers of Damascus, better than all the waters of 
israel? May I not wash in them and be clean? So he turned 
and went away in arage.” Blind impetuosity of passion! to 
what a degree of absurdity would it hurry deluded mortals, 
Were it not sometimes curbed in its mad career. Happy is it 
for those who have some friendly monitor at hand, to watch its 
impatient sallics, and check its growing violence. 

The servants of the enraged Syrian, who were not so imme- 
diately interested, and who, it is probable, had been habituated 
to a life of more restraint, could view the transaction with 
dispassionate attention ; and, therefore, with the utmost reason 
and propriety, ‘* came near, and spake unto him, and said, My 
Father, if the Prophet had bid thee do some great thing, 
wouldest thou not have done it? How much rather then when 
he saith to thee, Wash, and be clean!” ‘Though passionate, he 
was not malignant; though impetuous, he was not inflexible. 
The admonition that was so reasonable in itself, and delivered 
in such respectful language, produced the desired effect ; so 
“he went down and dipped himself seven times in Jordan, ac- 
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cording to the saying of the man of God; and his flesh came 
again like unto the flesh of a little child, and he was clean.” 

From this particular enumeration of the circumstances which 
attended this miraculous transaction, the following inferences 
seem naturally to arise. 

1. From the evidence of mzracles is derived one of the strong 
est arguments for the truth of that holy religion which claims 
its origin from God. When those, who assert that they come 
with a commission from heaven, are invested with the power of 
controling the estabiished laws of nature ; of performimg such 
stupendous works, as to the eye of reason evidently appear bes 
yond the reach of any natural cause, we cannot but acknowledge 
the interposition of the divine power ; and that, therefore, the 
words which are delivered in God’s name are the words of 
truth. When Moses was sent to rescue the people of Israel 
from the Egyptian bondage, and to give them ordinances for a 
civil and religious establishment, ‘¢ God said unto him, take this 
rod in thine hand, wherewith thou shalt do signs.” With this 
he wrought wonders in the land of Egypt, to the confusion of 
Pharaoh and his servants. With ¢Azs, to allay the murmurs 
of the Israelites, he smote the stony rock, so that the waters 
gushed out; and divided the Red Sea, so that the people passed 
through, as on dry ground. From all which circumstances, he 
had abundant reason to say, as he said in the miraculous de- 
struction of Korah and his company, “ hereby ye shall snow 
that the Lord hath sent me to do all these works; for I have 
not done them of mine own mind.” 

When Elijah, one of the great reformers of Israel, had a 
contest with the Prophets of Baal, by an astonishing miracle, 
he carried conviction at once to the minds of the people, who 
exclaimed, “ The Lord, he is the God; the Lord, he is the 
God.” 

And thus, in the instance of which we have now been treat- 
ing, no sooner was Naaman recovered in such a preternatural 
manner, than he returned to the man of God, and ingenuously 


acknowledged, “ Behold, now I d£neow, that there is no God in 
all the earth, but in Israel.” ‘The gospel of Jesus Christ is, in 
a great measure, supported bv the same sort of evideice. . He, 
at whose command the blind received their sighi, the isme 


walked, the lepers were cleansed, the deaf heard, and the dead 
VoL. . 2 ° 
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830 Naaman the Syrian. 


were raised up—He that could perform such works as thiesé; 
might well challenge the attention of the people, as a teacher 
sent from God, and make this unanswerable appeal to them, 
“ Believe me, on the authority of my own word, that I am in 
the Father, and the Father in me; or else believe me for the 
very work’s sake.” 

The religion of Jesus Christ was rapidly extended by the 
evident interposition of divine power, through the greater part 
of the known world. Established on a rock, it has hitherto 
continued, and, we trust, the gates of hell will never prevail 
against it. ‘This is the religion which we all profess to believe. 
It becomes us, therefore, to receive it with implicit confidence, 
and to honour it by universal obedience. Let us fulfil its pre- 
cepts ; be warned by its threatnings; and we may rest assured, 
that all its promises (however difficult it may now appear) will 
in due time be accomplished by the almighty power of its Di- 
vine Author. 

2. Whenever the will of God in any particular instance is 
clearly revealed, it is our business to obey, and not to dispute. 
Things that were indifferent at first, when they come to have 
the sanction of divine appointment, become matters of absolute 
necessity. You frequently hear the enemies of revelation af- 
firming, ‘* that God is a being of infinite mercy ; that he is al- 
ways ready to hear the prayers of his rational creatures ; that 
his compassion will induce him to pardon, if we repent; that 
his goodness will necessarily lead him to make us happy ; that, 
therefore, there is no necessity for an atonement for sin, nor for 
the intercession of a Saviour between God and man.” But if 
in contradiction to this supposition, it be positively declared, 
that God did require an atonement for sin, before he would jus- 
tify the sinner; if he has commanded us to draw near to him, 
only through the mediation of his Son Jesus Christ ; and if, in 
his name alone we are required to offer up all our religious ser- 
vices ; does it become ws to point out to the Almighty another 
mode of acceptance ? Would there be any modesty in rejecting 
the terms of favour, and yet hoping for his mercy? Can we 
expect to reach the object of our wishes, and yet wilfully devi- 
ate from the path prescribed? 

Luke-warm Christians will sometimes speak in disrespectful 
language of the positive institution of our religion—of the 
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Lord’s day, and the sacraments of baptism and the Lord’s sup- 
per. ‘ May we not (say they) serve God, on any other day, 
as well as on Sunday ; and in our own houses, as well as in the 
great congregation? And as to the sacraments, what are they 
but outward ceremonies? We can worship God in spirit and 
in truth, though we disregard these external signs of devotion !”” 
But here, the same argument again recurs. Are you indeed 
required to remember the Lord’s day to keep it holy, not to 
forget the assembling of yourselves together, to be baptized 
with water in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghost, and to celebrate the Lord’s supper, in remem- 
brance of your once suffering Saviour? And will you still cavil, 
and object, and dispute the propriety of these injunctions ¢ 
This is the very spirit of Naaman. The prophet had directed 
a particular way for his recovery ; his own fond imagination 
had devised another method. “ I thought, he will surely come 
out to me, and stand and call on the name of the Lord his God, 
and strike his hand over the place, and recover the leper. Are 
not Abana and Pharphar, rivers of Damascus, better than all 
the waters of Israel? May I not wash in them, and be clean?” 
But had he not acted in exact conformity to the saying of the 
man of God; had he not gone down to that very river of Jor- 
dan, and dipped himself seven times, never would he have re- 
covered from his dreadful malady. | 

Lastly, Although it is your indispensable duty to comply 
with all the positive institutions of our religion, yet, let us rest 
nothere. ‘These are but subordinate parts of our religious ser- 
vice. ‘They must be made subservient to the more exalted pur- 
pose of improving us in val religion; of cleansing us from the 
pollutions of sin, as the leprosy of Naaman was washed away ; 
of making us more attentive to the weightier matters of the 
law, judgment, mercy and truth; of rendering us holy, as God 
is holy, and perfect, as our Father who is in heaven is perfect. 
These are qualifications, the happy influence of which will ex- 
tend through eternal ages. Let the external rites of our religion 
be the means of prompting us to live soberly, righteously, and 
godly, in this present world ; let them elevate our conversation 
from earth to heaven. And then, those pure and spiritual grati- 
fications, which in this world are but imperfectly tasted, will be- 
came hereafter the fullness of joy. We shall be translated from 
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the delightful services of God’s house on earth, to the more 
exalted devotions, which are celebrated in his temple not made 
with hands, eternal in the heavens. 











for the Churchman’s Magazine. 


(L’rom a Correspondent.) 


A Comparison of the Controversy between the Calvinists and the 
Arminians with the Epistle of St. Paul te the Romans. 


Introduction. 


Ever since the writer of this supposed himself possessed 
of an understanding of the Epistle to the Romans, it has ap- 


peared to him an extraordinary fact, that, in the controversy 


between the Calvinists and the Arminians, the book should be 
constantly appealed to, on both sides ; and, by the former, more 
than any other book of Scripture ; when, according to the opi- 
nion here entertained, the Epistle contains nothing directly to 
the purpose of the matter at issue, between the litigants. To 
prove this, is the end of the present undertaking. 

The first satisfactory knowledge of the Epistle which the au- 
thor received, was from the perusal of the exposition of Mr, 
Locke. This eminent person was not ashamed to confess, 
that, after having been long conversant in the Epistles of St. 
Paul, he made the discovery, that he had not understood the 
doctrinal and discursive parts of them. The most prominent 
expedient adopted by him, for the obtaining of a right know- 
ledge of the Epistle, was the studying of it under the recollec- 
tion of the continual series of its general argument. But be- 
sides this, so evidently agreeable to the dictates of right reason ; 
he noticed in the composition some properties which have had 
their effect on his whole commentary; but which had been 
overlooked or else regarded slightly, by the commentators who 
preceded him. 

Under impressions similar to those of Mr. Locke, but ina 
form accommodated to the design of the present work, the au- 
thor of it goes on to notice, as the first property of the Epistle, 
to his purpose, its being not didactic, but argumentative. Un- 
der this remark, however, there are included the first eleven 
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chapters only : so that all beyond them is foreign to the design. 
The twelfth chapter is a beautiful delineation of Christian mo- 
rals. The thirteenth is admonition, not without a degree of 
censure ; probably designed to apply to some of those, whose 
cause St. Paul had been advocating; although not relatively to 
the same subject. The fifteenth chapter is partly personal; and 
partly contains miscellaneous remarks, on the subjects which 
had gone before. The only remaining chapter is devoted to 
Christian and friendly saiutation ; not without a glance, in the 
conclusion, at the subject which had filled the body of the Epis- 
tle; and which seems to have still pressed on the Apostle’s 
mind. But as tothe first eleven chapters, they are entirely ar- 
gumentative: and if so; when such a man as Mr. Locke pro- 
nounces St. Paul to be a coherent, an argumentative, and a per- 
tinent writer; it must be rash, in any other man, to suppose 
him continually falling into a kind of disputation, which an un- 
derstanding of an ordinary size would reject. For instance, 
when he quotes a passage from the Old Testament; to imagine 
that he makes a use of it, quite foreign to its sense in the place 
from which it comes; or to suppose that he reasons from any 
matter, as a dictate of common sense and not itself requiring 
proof, while yet the truth of it is more doubtful, than the posi- 
tion which it is brought to prove; 1s not to impute to him a con- 
duct to be looked for, from such a reasoner. And especially it 
should be considered, that he was writing to an infant Church, 

consisting of two descriptions of persons, neither of whom he 

had seen; and further, that one division of them were far from 
viewing what might come from him with a partial eye; 
while yet these were the very people, whose prejudices were 
to be opposed ; who would therefore not be likely to overlook 
any part of the argument, which might be untenable. Under 
these circumstances, would St. Paul—would any of the Apos- 
tles—would any man of a common share of reason, sustain a 
disputed truth, by a medium of proof more likely to be contra- 
dicted, than that which was to be established by it? We may 

presume, that they would not.* 


* Mr. Locke considered the subject and the design of this Epistle, as much 
the same with that to the Galatians. But Mr. Taylor—the learned and inge- 
nious Dissenting Minister of that name of Norwich—conceives of the strik- 
ing difference, that the former was opposed to Judaism entire, and the latter, 
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Next it is to be remarked concerning this argumentative Epis- 
tle—the view being still confined to the first eleven chapters— 
that there is a unity of design in the argument of it; the Apos- 
tle labouring to prove, from the Jewish economy, that the Gen- 
tiles were to be partakers with the Jews oPthe benefits of the 
Christian covenant, without submitting to the ordinances of the 
Levitical law.* 

This unity of design, if conspicuous on an, attentive exami- 
nation of the Epistle, must be a characteristic of it, to be kept 
in view int he explanation of every part of its contents. For 
that so close a reasoner as St. Paul, in a composition in which 
he is confessed the most perseveringly to regard the purpose of 
his writing; and having before him a controversy known to 
have existed at the time, should run into speculations, concern- 
ing which there is not the least historic evidence, that they then 
gave occasion to difference of religious sentiment among Chris- 


to an intermixture of it with Christianity. It is a matter of delicacy, to de- 

cide between two such men. But as the author of this work finds it necessary 
to his design, he declares his opinion in favour of Mr. Locke; there being 
understood, however, this difference in the Epistles; which would doubtless 
have been allowed by Mr. Locke; that in the Epistle to the Romans, the 
Apostle advocated the liberty of the Gentile Christians; whereas, in the Epis- 
tle to the Galatians, he censured the same description of people, for being se- 
duced from that liberty, into legal bondage. It must aiso be acknowledged, 
that unbelieving Jews are especially the subjects of discourse, in the second 
and part of the third chapters; and afterwards, in the ninth, tenth and ele- 
venth; yet still, as falling in with the principal design, in favour of the Gen- 
tile converts and against the believing Jews. It does not appear, on what 
ground the unbelieving Jews can be supposed to have interested themselves 
in the question, concerning the terms of Christian communion, whether it 
should be accompanied by subjection to the institutions of the Law; or fox 
what purpose the Apostle should to them reason from the extent of the con- 
sequences of Adam’s sin, to a similar extent of the benefits of the death of 
Christ ; when, in regard to the latter, they had no belief of any benefits result- 
ing from it. It seems alike foreign to the conviction of the same description 
of persons, that there should be a reasoning from the justification of Abra- 
ham by faith, before the giving of the Law ; to establish the like justification, 
without the deeds of the Law, under the Gospel. 

* The Mr. Taylor, mentioned in the preceding note, makes an allusion ta 
this effect, in favour of the property of the Epistle here stated. He supposes 
2 person to have left him an estate by will; and that some other person dis- 
putes the donation; alleging an entail, and that he is heir atlaw. The lega- 
tee has occasion for an advocate, to disprove this claim. St. Paul, says Mr. 
Taylor, is that advocate. 

If, as is here believed, the preceding comparison be correct; how erroneous 
might be any interpretation of the will, which should rest on passages in the 
pleadings, not taken in immediate connection with the points to which the 
pleader had applied them, particularly the entail! 
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tians ; must be seen, on the first view of the subject, to be alto- 
gether improbable. Under such circumstances as those stated, 
there may indeed be incidentally introduced truths, not bearing 
directly on the point at issue ; yet having relation to one or ano- 
ther medium of proof, brought in by the writer for the establish- 
ing of it. But authorities, originating in this manner, are an 
unsure foundation, on which to erect a complicated theory ; 
because the writer, contemplating them in the single point of 
view in which they relate to his design, cannot be expected to 
express himself concerning them as perspicuously, as if they 
were professedly the subjects of his disquisition. But if, to the 
passages thus incidentally introduced, there be given interpre- 
tations making them quite foreign to the purpose of the writer ; 
there needs not be any better proof—still keeping in view that 
the writer is St. Paul—of the incorrectness of such interpreta- 
tions. 

That there is in the Epistle the one design here affirmed, and 
that it is carried on without reference to other matters, any fur- 
ther than as they contributed to it, must depend for proof on 
such internal evidence, as it is hoped will appear in the inves- 
tigation that is to follow. ‘There may be a propriety, however, 
in stating in this place, such evidence as is obvious on the most 
cursory reading of the Epistle. 

That such is the subject and that such is the one design un- 
der which itis conducted, is continually confirmed by the seve- 
ral parts of the composition ; the subjects of which, even when 
apparently wide of the main subject, are not dismissed without 
an application to it. For every reader may observe, that it is not 
in this Epistle of St. Paul, as in the Epistles of some of his fel- 
low- Apostles, for instance, that of St. James; in which the wri- 
tershaving sundry subjects intended by him to be the ground- 
work of instruction, passes from one to another, without aiming 
ataconnection. ‘Phe same may be said of some of the Epistles 
of St. Paul himself; for instance, the first Epistle to the Corin- 
thians ; in which, however closely he applies to each subject, 
while it is immediately before him, yet he passes from one sub- 
ject to another, without any notice of the transition. But in the 
Epistle to the Romans, from the time that the subject of Gen- 
tile communion is introduced, in the sixteenth verse of the first 
chapter, it is again and again brought up; and not afterwards 
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lost?sight of, until the end of the eleventh: nor even altogether 
then ; for there is a short retrospect to it in the twelfth, and 
again in the fifteenth. What greatly adds to the weight of the 
present consideration, is the circumstance, that the one design 
supposed is the determination of a known difficulty of the day ; 
in regard to the terms on which Gentile converts were to be ad- 
mitted to Christian communion. They who, from Judaism, 
had embraced the Gospel, contended stiffiv, that it was incum- 
bent on the others to conform to the institutions of the law of 
Moses ; to which they challenged perpetuity. Since then the 
composition is in a controversial form, why should it not be 
thought confined to the only known controversy, which shows 
its head in the course of the Anpostie’s argument? 

Of the many commentators who do not support this unity of 


design, it is here conceived, that the circumstance has an un- 


favourable effect on their interpretations, however excellent they 
mav have been in other respects. There shall be named two 
only ; one of them Dr. Whitby, reputed an Arminian; the 
other of them Dr. Doddridge, a Calvinist, although not in the 
extreme. Dr. Whitby states two great doctrines, as within the 
contemplation of the Apostles ; one of them, that of justifica- 
tion by faith alone ; and the other, the mystery of the calling of 
the Gentiles. Now, although the former is largely treated of, 
as may be said of some other subjects; yet, there seems an 
error in understanding any of them to be treated of in any other 
point of view, than as aiding to the second point in the state- 
ment of Dr. Whitby. And had that learned man considered 
this as the one point, kept in view always in the Apostle’s argu- 
ment, and claiming the other points as tributary to it, the cir- 
cumstances would probably have added to the usefulness of his 
judicious commentary. | 

Dr. Doddridge, who is here named with respect, states, as 
the leading subject of the Apostle, the excellency of the Gospel ; 
which he represents as established by five prominent arguments. 
That the Epistle, immediately after the introductory salutation 
and expressions of regard, makes the declaration—“ I am not 
ashamed of the Gospel of Christ ;” and that this is a modest 
way of glorying in it; is very evident. And further, that not 
only the general design of the Epistle, but the tendency of 
each distinct part contributes to the asserted use, may be amply 
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conceded. But the opinion, that the Apostle sat down to ine 
dite, under the view of sustaining the sentiment, as the leading 
one of his intended composition ; represents it not only as con- 
taining less of argument than of digression ; but as presuming 
a controversy not existing. For surely, the Judaising Chris- 
tians, whatever disturbance they had occasioned to their less 
scrupulous brethren of the Gentiles, would not have admitted 
the imputation, that they were arraigning the excellency of the 
Gospel ; acknowledged alike by the one party and by the other. 
Dr. Whitby elevates a subordinate design, to a rank that makes 
It co-ordinate with the principal: while Dr. Doddridge not 
anly depresses the principal design from its proper station, and 
puts another in its stead ; but does not even include the former 
among the five reasons in his preface, by which the latter is 
supported: allowing it no further consequence, than that of a 
posterior discussion in the last three chapters, which have a rela- 
tion to this, or to any other of the subjects within our view. 
The difference between the excellency of the Gospel, con- 
templated in the Epistle, and the same subject as assumed by 
Dr. Doddridge, may be illustrated thus. Let it be supposed, 
that a man were to propose to write a book, the subject of which 
were to be the exceflency of the common law of England. 
This would bring before our minds, a range of very great ex- 
tent. But if there were added to the proposal words to this 
éffect—as relative to the equality which it establishes between 
the nobleman and the commoner, and between the rich man and 
the poor, in every question involving security of person and of 
property——there would be a limitation of the subject, which 
must be expected to have great effect on the disquisitions of the 
proposer. Now it is here conceived, that just such an effect 
should be produced, not only by evidence pervading the Epistle, 
af the limited design asserted, but by an intimation of it in the 
beginning ; when the ‘Apostle, after glorying in the Gospel as 
“*the power of God unto salvation,” immediately adds—* to 
the Jew first and also to the Gentile.” He was indeed about to 
prove the excellency of the Gospel; but it was with an especial 








: relation to the point stated. 
& It ig next to be remarked, concerning this argumentative 
composition; that the one suble ect of hag 2 rgument, already de- 
cribed as affecting Jews and Gen les, is intended of them in 
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their collective and not in their individual capacities. For al- 
though a community is composed of individuals, yet it.is evi- 
dent, that there may be predicated a matter of the former, which 
does not apply to every of the latter. What shows, in a very 
strong point of view, this characteristic of national designation, 
is, that the Calvinistic writers generally, who disregard it until 
they reach the eleventh chapter, are obliged to admit it there ; 
although applying it to the very expressions, to which they had 
denied it in the preceding chapters. The distinction, here sus- 
tained, may be made the more clear by the following compari- 
son. It has been affirmed, of the French writers and of the 
English, that the former are the most distinguished by spright- 
liness, and the latter by solidity of thought. Now, it might be 
expected of any person, who should engage to demonstrate this 
characteristic difference, by writing or by discourse ; that he 
would occasionally speak of the Frenchman and of the English- 
man, as if individually designated ; and again make use of ge- 
neral terms, including, literally and strictly taken, all French- 
men and all Englishmen in the position, although nothing would 
be further from his intention. As far from the Apostle’s inten- 
tion is a similar universality, when he introduces the Jew on 
one hand and the Gentile on the other ; and when he seems to 
affirm of all Jews and of all Gentiles, what the connection shows 
to be true of each description of persons, no further than col- 
jectively and nationally. 

Another property of the Epistle, in relation to the collective 
bodies of men comprehended under the argument of it, is its 
speaking of their respective privileges, as belonging to a state 
of covenant with God in this world; and not to a state of 
reward and punishment hereafter. No doubt, the kingdom of 
God on earth beimg instituted with a view to a better kingdom 
‘in the heavens, it is natural to expect of a writer, especially of 
one under the influence of inspiration, that, in unfolding what 
belongs to the former, he should have his heart warmed and 
his thoughts elevated by the conteraplating of the more tran- 
scendent glories of the latter. Accordingly, we find such an 
effect of the foretaste of heaven, in this Epistle of St. Paul. 
Still the subjects, although kindred, are not the same: and there- 
fore the Apostle never loses sight of his proper subject ; whic!s 
is the Messiah’s spiritual reign on earth, over a people calling 
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on and called by his name. It may not only be remarked under 
this head, as under the preceding, that the Calvinistic writers 
generally are sure to adopt in the eleventh chapter what they 
had rejected in the chapters preceding ; but of Dr, Doddridge 
in particular, that although he had rejected the other allied prin- 
ciplé of national designation, as supported by Mr. Locke; yet,so 
early as in his interpretation, in the ninth chapter, of the ex- 
pressions applied by Calvinists to the conditions in another life 
of the persons mentioned—such is the candour of the man—he 
gives some of them the construction here contended for ; and 
avoids, in regard to others, the awful emphasis which his sys- 
teem seems to call for. 

The distinction here affirmed may be elucidated in the fol- 
lowing manner. If we were asserting the common right of a 
co-heir, with another co-heir, to an interest in a large estate; 
and if both of them were minors ; it would be natural, to have 
some reference in our discourse to the great value of the pos- 
session ; and to the honours and enjoyments hereafter to be at- 
tached to it, in the tenure of him for whom we claim. And 
yet, there could be no absolute certainty, that, if there should 
be an acknowledgment of his right, he would live to enter on 
the inheritance. In like manner, there may be contemplated a 
connection between the covenant state on earth and the blessed- 
ness of heaven, to which it 1s introductory ; although it may 
happen of any present subject of the former, that he shall not 
reach the latter. 

The last particular of the Epistle to be stated, is the impli- 
cation in it, of a distinction between the state of covenant with 
God, affirmed under the preceding head; and the exclusive 
possession of the divine favour, in reference to another life, 
while that covenant continued; a distinction which will of course 
applv, under the Christian economy also: that is, neither in 
the one nor in the other, is salvation limited to a state of visible 


covenant. As the passages of the Epistle, on the ground of 


which the affirmation is here made, will not come under review 
in the comparison that is to follow, there may be a propriety in 
offering them in this place. 

There are the first two verses of the third chapter; from 
which the position to be now maintained is ar obvious infer- 
ence. The Apostle had been asserting the admission of the 
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Gentiles within the pale of the Gospel, on equal terms with the 
Jews. These are supposed to object—“ What advantage, then, 
hath the Jew? Or what profit is there in circumcision?” Had ° 
there been no possibility of salvation, during the existence of 
the Jewish economy, except to those who were the subjects of 
it; this would have been their pre-eminent advantage ; although 
to be enjoyed henceforward by the Gentiles also. But the an- 
éwer of the Apostle rests on a very different foundation— 
“* Much [says he] every. way ; chiefly because unto them were 
committed the oracles of God.” Great had been the benefit to 
them of the deposit here mentioned, as a manifestation of the 
divine perfections ; as a directory of life ; and as figurative, in 
a variety of ways, of a promised seed, in which all mankind 
were interested. But had the Apostle conceived of the legal 
covenant, as the only dispensation of providence admitting of 
salvation ; there would seem an inconsistency, in the assigning 
of so limited a sphere, to the advantage of having been exclu- 
sively in the possession of ‘it. , 

Another passage, is in the fourth and fifth verses of the ninth 
chapter ; in which the past pre-eminence of the Jews is more 
amplified thus—‘* Who are Israelites ; to whom pertaineth the 
adoption ; and the glory and the covenant and the giving of the 
law and the service of God and the promises ; whose are the 
Fathers ; and of whom, Christ came; who is over all, God 
blessed for ever; Amen.” All this might have been more 
briefly and pointedly given in the remark, that the Jews only’ 
had been the proper subjects of salvation, were it applicable. 
But no: they had been the chosen people of God, for the 
accomplishing of a purpose, which runs through the whole 
series of his dispensations to mankind, from the creation to 
the consummation of all things. ‘They and all others will be 
responsible for an improvement of whatever light has been af- 
forded them. 

But the passage in the Epistle speaking the most strongly to 
the point, is in the second chapter, from the eighth to the six- 
teenth. The Apostle, having denounced the threatning of “ in- 
dignation and wrath, tribulation and anguish upon every soul 
of man that docth evil to the Jew first and also to the Gentile,” 
adds—* But glory, honour and peace to every man that work- 
eth good, to the Jew first and also to the Gentile.” ‘here is 
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tion, or to the word “ Gentiles” in the first clause ; which will 
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no plausible way of evading the application of this; except by 
supposing, that the Apostle speaks of the converted Gentiles: 
But this is inconsistent with the evident tenor of the passage, 
taken in connection with what went before; in which it had been 
said ‘of the divine Being—‘ who will render to every man ac- 
cording to his deeds.” There may, indeed, be taken another 
course ; the supposing that the Apostle speaks of a perfect 
obedience, not paid by any: but this would be to represent him 
as speaking to no purpose. By well-doing, he must have 
Meant a good life and conversation, according to the ideas an- 
nexed by common use to the expression. He goes on—“ For 
there is no respect of persons with God:” that is, say some, 
no respect to any man, on account of his riches, or of his sta- 
tion, or of any other of the advantages of life; intimating, 
that the proposition is intended of these subjects only. But 
this cloes not consist with the sense, which respects morality of 
action ; and that of men under different dispensations of provi- 
dence. The words must have the same meaning here, as when 
used by St. Peter, in the tenth chapter of the Acts ; where this 
Apostle, after saving—*t God is no respecter of persons,” adds 
—‘ for in every nation, he that feareth God and worketh 
righteousness is accepted with him.” | 

That the same is the sentiment in the place before us, is evi- 


dent in what follows—“ For as many as have sinned without 


Law shall also perish without Law; and as many as have sinned 
in the Law shall be judged by the Law.” There is no reason, 
why there should be different rules of judgment in the different 
cases ; unless on a principle which shall establish different stand- 
ards of duties respectively required. The thread of the dis- 
course 1s continued thus—* For not the hearers of the Law shall 
be just before God, but the doers of the Law shall be justified.” 
“The doers of the Law ;” meaning in a sense, in which alone 
such a description of persons could have been introduced ; that 
is, as applying to every upright and religious person under the 
Law ; and not doers in the sense of sinless perfection ; there 
having been no such persons. In what follows, a question may 
arise, whether the words “ by nature” ($uz:) should be attached 
to the second clause of the sentence, as in the present translae 









Noo 
vi 
~ 


‘ 


342 Comparison of the Controversy betweru 


make it descriptive of the converted Gentiles. But this is 
going very far back for a verbal connection ; besides that the 
purpose for which it is done is inconsistent with the Apostle’s 
design, demonstrated throughout the passage. It is therefore 
here concluded, that the passage should be agreeably to the 
translation—** When the Gentiles who have not the Law, do by 
nature the things contained in the Law”—by nature, not as dis- 
tinguished from grace, but as descriptive of their condition, with- 
out the benefit of revelation ;”* “ they, having rot the Law,” 
that is, the Mosaic, “ are a Law unto themselves ;” not that it 1s 
less the Law of God than the other, although described as a part 
of themselves, in respect to its being an inward and not an out- 
ward Law: “ Which show the work of the Law written in their 
hearts ;” their conformity to it being the result of their Judg- 
ment and the object of their desire: ‘¢ Their consciences also 
bearing witness,’ on a comparison of their actions with that in- 
ward Law ; ‘¢ and their thoughts the meanwhile accusing or else 
excusing one another,” by mutual reasonings on the mnocency 
or the guilt of their conduct. The passage concludes thus— 
“jn the day when God shall Judge the secrets of men, by Je- 
sus Christ, according to my Gospel :” these words being con- 
nected with the tweifih verse ; for the intermediate verses are 
as a parenthesis ; which ts so evident, as to permit no colour to 
the absurd sense, imagined by some, that, in the great day, 
the Gospel will be the rule of judgment, indiscriminately laid 
on ail. | oo 

It should be remarked concerning this passage, for the saké 
of the effect of the remark on what will hereafter be observed 
on the passages before and following; that, whereas these are 
descriptive of national depravity of manners, the intermediate 
passage speaks of individual character and conduct. So that 
while heathen communities exhibited evidences of all the enor- 
mous crimes displayed in the first chapter; and while the 
Jewish community was chargeable with consenting to and imi- 
tating the heathen practices, which their law condemned ; 
there were, both among the heathen and among the Jews, in- 
dividual characters free from the prevalent contagion ; and not 





* The expression “ by nature” is used im this sense in Gal. ni. IS. - 
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fabouring under the judgment which the justice of God had 
pronounced, “ against every soul of man that doeth evil,”™ 

Of the five particulars included in this introduction; the 
first four are peculiarly attached to the Epistle, which is to be a 
subject of this comparison ; and must depend for proof, on the 
Epistle only. But the last particular, if correct, may be ex- 
pected to appear a distinguishing property of scripture gene- 
rally: And this it is here conceived, might be easily proved ; 
if it were within the limits of the design, to travel beyond the 
bounds of the Epistle. 

For the same reason of not wishing to take a wider range of 
disquisition than the design requires ; the author proposes, un- 
der every point of the contemplated controversy, to fix the at- 
tention on the leading matter put to issue between the contend- 
ing parties ; bringing in, however, under the third and fourth 
points, certain subjects which they involve; although not ex- 
plicitly declared in the points, as usually stated. The subjects 
here in view appear to be intimately connected with large por- 
tions of the Epistle. 

Perhaps it may be expected of him, to deliver, under each 
point, his own opinion of the sense of scripture, in relation to 
that department of the controversy. But he is desirous of 
maintaining, throughout the comparison, the manner which 
would become a man having no bias either to Calvinism or to 


* The crittcism noticed, of connecting the words “ by nature,” with the 
word * Gentiles,’”’ was learned by the author from a tract ‘*on the law of na- 
ture,’ in the collection called ‘‘ the Scholar armed.” When he first read it in 
that ingenious dicourse, he thonght he perceived some probability in the 
point intended to be established, that the passage refers to the Gentile Chris- 
tians. But, on consideration, he judges such an opinion utterly inconsistent 
with the ground taken by the Apostle; and accordingly follows the sense 
which has been usual. 

It is a pleasure to the writer of this to remark, that Dr. Doddridge’s inter- 
pretation of the whole passage harmonises with the sense which has been here 
given. He does not, indeed, unequivocally affirm, that there are virtuous 
heathen, who will be approved of in the day of final judgment: but what he 
says seems manifestly to point to that result. It is true, that, when he comes 
to his improvemenr, he weakens in some measure, the force of his interpre- 
tation, by saving as follows—‘ Nor are we concerned to know, how the hea- 
then will fare in it (the judgment). Let it suffice us, that if they are con- 
demned, they will be righteously condemned; not for remaining ignorant of 
the Gospel they never had an opportunity of hearing, but for violating those 
precepts of the divine Law, which were inscribed on their consciences.”” Even 
imder this hypothetical proposition, it is here thought, there may be discerned 
at the writer’s mind more than he held it prudent to declare. 
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Arminianisms nor yet any opinion of his own, on the subject 
generally ; or who, on the other hand, might belong to either of 
the two parties ; yet conceive of his own cause, that it would be 
injured, as indeed every good cause must by arguments which 
do not apply. This line of conduct, however, dictates the 
requesting of the reader, that he will net consider the au- 
thor as objecting or as indifferent to any truth of christianity ; 
merely on the ground, that he does not find it directly brought 
m this Epistle. 
(10 be continued.) 
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EPISCOPACY VINDICATED: 


dn a series of Letters to the Rev. Dr. Miturr, by the Rev. 


Janes Kemp, D.D. Rector of Great Choptank Parish, Dor- 
chester County, Maryland. 


{ Continued from page 266. ] 


LETTER Ef. 


Gin the analogy between the Fewish and Christian Priesthood. 
The ministry of the Church while our Lord was here on earth. 
Deacons, a regularly ordained order of Ministers. The Apoas- 
tles had no extraordinury ministry, but extraordinary gifts. 
Before the canon of Scripture was completed, thy were the 
source of truth, and, on this account, they instructed and di- 


rected Ministers of every order. Our Bishops are vested 


with the same authority that Timothy and Titus possessed. 
Presbyterian Moderators are not. Who the Angels in the Re- 
velations were. The use Episcopalians make of the Fathers. 
Lhe parallel between the evidence for the first-day Subbath, 
and infant baptesm, and the evidence for Episcopacy. 


WE have now seen what the Scriptures say in support of 
each of our systems. But before I pass on to the examination 
of your other arguments, I must notice your statement of our 
doctrine. You say, p. 71, that Episcopalians “ appeal to Scrip- 
ture to prove that Bishops are an order of Clergy superior to 
Presbyters ; that theix superiority rests on the appointment. of 
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Christ ; and that with this superior order alone are deposited. 
all the treasures of ministerial authority and succession.” We 
do appeal to Scripture to prove the superiority of the order that 
we now call Bishops to Presbyters ; and that with this order alone 
is deposited the right of ordination, and that through it is to 
be continued the succession. And for this we plead “ plain 
undoubted example.” Of assumptions we are not fond; and 
on analogies we only depend for illustration of our arguments 
and confirmation of our proofs. 

In stating Episcopal arguments you are sometimes incorrect. 
And, of course, all your subsequent reasoning is unfounded or 
misapplicable. You must only expect us to admit arguments 
grounded on our own principles, and not on principles that do 
not belong to us. 

I. You say we urge this argument, “ that as the Mosaic eco- 
nomy was intended to prefigure the Gospel dispensation, we may 
reasonably suppose the Christian ministry to be modelled after 
the fewish Priesthood ; and that, as there were, in the Tem- 
ple service, an High Priest, Priests, and Levites, so we may 
consider it as agreeable to the will of Christ, that there should 
be the corresponding orders of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons, 
in the New Testament Church.” p. 72. 

We do not maintain, that because there were three orders 
in the Jewish Priesthood, there must abso/utely be three in the 
Christian. We do not assert, that if there had been no proof 
that three orders were instituted in the Church, the inference 
would have been clear, that the Christian ministry must be 
fixed upon the same plan. But considering the intimate con- 
nection between the two dispensations, and the typical nature of 
the positive institution of the former, we contend that the Epis- 
copal plan, established by divine authority, preserves a fine and 
noble consistency between the various parts of both systems. 

You say that this is a Popish argument, and that the Papists 
alone have made legitimate use of it, by having an universal 
Bishop. I imagine you mean, that the Substance must have 
only one of the highest order, as the Type hadone. But do you 
not perceive, that to require this exact resemblance will destroy: 
vour own doctrine, that the Jewish Priesthood was a type of 
Christ? How could a Priesthood of three orders be a type, 
according to your ideas, of one great High Priest?. And if I 
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am not mistaken, the whole argument of St. Paul, in his Epis> 
tle to the Hebrews, goes to show that the Jewish High Priest, 
and not the three orders of the Priesthood, was the type of 
Christ. 

The resemblance between the Jewish and Christian system 
can only be expected to be general. The great object to which 
they both referred was the atonement of Christ. To this the 
former looked forward, as the latter looks back. They were 
both of the nature of a covenant, and their members were both 
distinguished by covenant marks. The former had a Priest- 
hood to administer its holy rites, which prefigured the grand 
sacrifice. ‘The latter has a Priesthood to perform its more 
spiritual ordinances, to apply this atonement to its members. 
Although the Temple of Jerusalem was a type of the Church, 
yet, under Christianity, we find that worship was not confined 
to one place, nor acceptable rites to be performed only at Je- 
rusalem. As far then as this varied from the former dispensa- 
tion, so far, it must be expected, would the Priesthood vary. 
As the great atonement was to be held in remembrance, and 
applied in every country and nation, so there must be a number 
of High Priests for this sacred office. 

As to the titles under the Old Testament being discontinued, 
there would hence arise no kind of proof, that there was no 
similarity in the ministry. High Priest and sacrifice were things 
that a Jew could not separatee And had the title of the officer 
been retained, the Jew would have been apt to insist that the 
sacrifice might be performed asbefore. _ But officers and duties 
are the things to be considered, and not ¢7¢/es. 

Whatever weight the names of great divines may be admitted 
to have, on this subject, is certainly on our side. Stzd/ing fleet, 
Haweis and Mosheim you have quoted in support of your doc- 
trine. The Irenicum of Stillingfleet was an early and incor- 
rect production. Haweis is held in little estimation by Church- 
men, and, [ rather think, you will not subscribe to some of his 
opinions. Mosheim is learned, but not always clear or correct. 
Still, what are these to the multitude we could adduce? We 
might begin with your favourite St. Jerome. He, in his Epis- 
tle to Evagrius, distinctly says, “ what the High Priest, Priests, 
and Levites were in the Temple, the Bishops, Presbyters, anc 
Deacons are in the Church.” The same doctrine was main- 





> 








(AAS teenie 2 


area 3 * 


oa ae eke 





Pe, Mine ees 


ey 


bey gee 
ci ew 


” = de. 
x ai ES 


pon Be) 


pte ie, eas Shy at eee 


ios 


ba 





Episcopacy vindicated. 347 


tained and ably illustrated by the pious and acute Dr. Hickes. 
To whom I might add Dr. Barrow, Bishop Horne, Bishop 
Horseley, Bishop Skinner, Bishop Seabury, Mr. Charles Les- 
lie, Archdeacon Daubeny, the Rev. William Jones, and many 
others of great celebrity in the Church. 

That the reformers should wish to discontinue the word al- 
tar, is not to be wondered at, because it was connected with 
some of the most prominent errors of Popery. But we find 
that the word $vaiezrnpiov, altar, was used in the primitive Church 
for the table on which was placed the memorials of the sacri- 
fice of the death of Christ. ‘“ There is but one flesh of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, and one cup unto the unity of his blood ; 
one altar, as alsa there 1s one Bishop, together with his Pres- 
bytery and the Deacons, my fellow servants, that so whatso- 
ever ye do, ye may do it according to the will of God.” Ignat. 
Epist. Philadel. And even the Apostle Paul, in his Epistle 
to the Hebrews, says, “ we have an altar, of which they have 
no right to eat, which serve the tabernacle.” ‘This certainly 
is a language which countenances our ideas of the Eucharist 
and Christian Priesthood, and greatly strengthens the supposi- 
tion, that a fine and consistent analogy pervades the whole plan 
of grace. 

II. The second “ argument urged by Episcopal writers,” you 
say, 1s—*‘‘ that we actually find three distinct orders of Gos- 
pel ministers appointed by Christ, or under his authority, viz. 
Apostles, the seventy Disciples, and Deacons ; and that these 
correspond with the diocesan Bishops, the Presbyters, and the 
Deacons of their Church.” 

Considering this, I imagine, as the general doctrine of Epis- 
copalians, you have quoted some author to invalidate it. But, 
Sir, I must deny that this is the doctrine of Episcopalians. 
And I know of no standard book, or any generally esteemed 
writers that maintain any such argument. 

We consider the Christian ministry as commeneing only from 
our Lord’s commission after the resurrection. It is true, we 
think we see a ministry of three grades during the time of 
Christ’s sojourning on earth. We perceive him and the Apos- 
tles, and the disciples all clearly distinguished. We see him 
retaining the supreme power in his own hands, until he was 
about to ascend to heaven; and then communicating it to others. 
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And if he appointed under him inferior ministers, to whom he 
only delegated certain duties, is there not a strong ground of 
presumption, previously to all facts, that his Apostles would 
do the same? They stood in his room in the visible Church 
as to its ministry. 

You seem to think, that we are involved in an inextricable 
difficulty as to our three orders, at the time “ immediately after 
the ascension of Christ.” Into what a small compass contro- 
verted subjects would generally be brought, if we could only 
refrain from charging our adversaries with opinions which they 
do not hold, and perplexing our arguments with unnecessary 
and feeble appendages! We hold, that the complete organi- 
zation of the Church was left to the Apostles ; and whatever 
arrangements were made by them to bring its polity to a stable 
and permanent state, we believe to be of divine appointment. 
While the old dispensation was gradually extinguished, the 
new gradually arose. 

I might now, I think, dismiss this head with great safety; 
but as you have here introduced the ordination and office of 
Deacons, it may not be improper to settle that point. ‘ And 
an those days, when the number of the disciples were multt- 
plied, there arose a murmuring of the Grectans against the He- 
brews, because their widows were neglected in the daily mi- 
gistration. Then the tivelve called the multitude of the disci- 
ples unto them, and said, It is not reason that we should leave 
the word of God and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, look 
ye out among you seven men of honest report, full of the 
Holy Ghost and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this bu- 
siness. But we will vive ourselves continually to prayer, and 
to the ministry of the word. And the saying pleased the whole 
multitude; and they chose Stephen, a man full of faith and of 
the Holy Ghost, and Philip, and Prochorus, and Nicanor, and 
Timon, and Parmenas, and Nicolas, a proselyte of Antioch; 
wham they set before the Apostles ; and, when they had prayed, 
they taid their hands on them.” Acts vi. I would ask any 
candid man, if there is any thing wanting here to a complete 
ordination? Prayer and the zmposition of hands were used ; 
and i would ask you, why you have departed from so clear 
and plain a scriptural precedent. Kor I find in your form of 
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government, that your Deacons are only set apart by prayer.* 
The truth is, your Deacons are strictly laymen, and you 
would not venture to use the solemn Apuostolic admission of 
ministers to the mere appointment of lay-officers. 

But, because the only purpose mentioned in the foregoing 
passage, for which Deacons were appointed, was “ to serve tu- 
bles,” or to manage the charities of the Church, you seem to 
contend, that no other duties belonged to them. We are, in 
many cxses, left to ascertain the extent of powers and the num- 
ber of gifts, from the conduct of those that exercised those 
powers, or possessed these gifts. If we had no information 
respecting the number and the nature of the gifts of the Holy 
Spirit, but from the account of their first manifestation, on the 
day of Pentecost, we should have had no certainty, but as to 
the gift of tongues: While we have the most positive proof 
that Philip, one of the Deacons, thus ordained, both preached 
and baptized; and that this pious work of his was acknowledged 
by the Apostles at Jerusalem, we cannot but believe that he 
was a regular minister. 

et you think it probable, that Philip, before he preached, 
was advanced to the office of an Evangelist. This is a mere 
probability, without the shadow of proof. Besides, will you 
venture to teach your followers that Evangelist was ever the 
appropriate title of an order in the Church? When ministers 
were sent to preach the Gospel, where it had never before been 
known, they were often termed Evangelists, no matter of what 
order they were. 

It would appear then, that nothing could be more decidedly 
fixed by Apostolic practice, than that Deacons baptized and 
preached. And if persons who performed these offices, under 
regular ordination, were not ministers, the world has yet to 
learn what designates a minister. And [am really at a loss 
to conceive how it can be pretended that this part of your po- 
lity is not an undeniable deviation from divine appointment. 

Ili. The next argument which you undertake to confute, is, 
‘‘that the Apostles, while they lived, held a station in the 
Church superior to all other ministers ; that ishops are the 
proper successors of the Apostles ; and that they hold a cor- 
~esponding superiority of character and office.” 


* Confession of Faith, page O18. 
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It seems you have no way of combating this position, but 


‘by bringing in your “ extraordinary ministry” of the Apostles. 


In what passage of Scripture is this extraordinary ministry 
either mentioned or alluded to? I answer, decidedly, in none. 
It is a mere assumption, without facts, and without reasons to 
support it. 

The ministerial duties of the Apostles were, in general terms, 
included in their commission. ‘ Go ye and teach (make disci- 
ples of) all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, teaching them to observe 
all things whatsoever I have commanded you: and lo, Lam with 
you always, even unto the end of the world.” ‘This implies, 
that they were to convert the world to the religion of Christ, 
to admit persons into his spiritual community, and to instruct 
them fully in all things required of its members. And the pro- 
mise of perpetual continuance is given to this commission. To 
the end of the world then the ministerial duties will and must 
be the same. 

But the infantine state of the Church, the deep depravity of 
the world, and the strong habits of idolatry, required extraor- 
dinary powers in these first ministers. -Consequently, before 
they were permitted to act under their commission, they were 
endued with these powers. The gift of “ wisdom,” the gift of 
““ knowledge,” the gift of “ fuith,” the gift of “ healing,” the 
gift of “working miracles,” the gift of “ prophecy,” the gift of 
“ discerning spirits,” the gift of “ tongues,” the gift of the 
interpretation of tongues,’ were all conferred upon them. 
But these gifts had no more connection with the ministerial 
duties than learning has with the performance of the office of 
baptism. These were instruments by which the ministerial 
commission was to be carried into effect. The true difference 
then between the Apostles and their future successors was, that 
by means of different powers they performed the same duties. 

The source of knowledge too was different. The Apostles 
drew their knowledge from the instructions and conduct of their 
ord, in which they were kept correct by the Holy Spirit, and 
from immediate inspiration. Their successors drew theirs from 
the Scriptures. But these things are all essentially different. 
And yet it is upon a blending of these together that your ex- 
traordimary ministry rests. The source of knowledge, the 
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powers, and duties of ministers, are things as distinctly differ- 
ing as a book on tactics, implements of war, and the conquering 
of an enemy. 

Episcopalians, therefore, think they speak correctly when 
they maintain that their Bishops have the same commission, 
and discharge the same ministerial functions that the Apostles 
did; that they hold the same station in the Church, and possess 
the same superiority over inferior ministers. Unable to resist 
the proof of this superiority, you have resorted to an expedient 
that will not bear the slightest examination. 

Nor are you less incorrect in saying, that Episcopalians refer 
you to no passages of Scripture in proof of their Bishops being 
the successors of the Apostles, in their full ministerial capacity. 
You see we maintain this upon scriptural ground. And then it 
follows, by your own admission, that they must have inferiors 
in the ministry. We only resort to the Fathers to corroborate 
our scriptural grounds. And having enough that is clear and 
decisive, we pass over “ vague suggestions.’ As the venerable 
St. Ignatius will come under consideration in another place, I 
shail only say here, that you have quoted half sentences, from 
which nothing can safely be concluded. The last quotation but 
one stands thus cumplete in the Author: “It is therefore ne- 
cessary, that as ye do, so without your Bishop you should do 
nothing; as also, be ve subject to your Presbyters, as to the 
Apostle of Jesus Christ our hope. The Deacons also, being 
the ministers of the mysteries of Jesus Christ, must, by all 
means, study to please all.” Here we have the three orders that 
Episcopalians contend for, and here, Sir, we have a proof that 
Deacons were then ministers. 

Still you think we are involved in a sad difficulty, on at- 
count of the directions given by the Apostle to Timothy and 
Titus, which nothing can extricate us from but admitting an 
extraordinary power. You will perceive, that we do not blend 
power and ministry. But would not all this difficulty be re- 
moved by the consideration, that these directions might be 
given, because the Apostles were then the startdard of truth, or 
because they were much older in the ministry? This has no 
bearing at all upon our doctrine, while we see clear proof that 
Timothy and Titus were invested with the right of ordaininy, 
and ruling Presbvters and Deacons. 
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The truly pious and learned Dr. John Scott says, ‘¢ that the 
true government of the Church is Episcopal, is evident from the 
practice of the Holy Apostles, who, pursuant to the institution 
of our Saviour, did not only exercise that superiority in their 
own persons which their office gave them over their inferior 
clergy, but also derzved 7t down with their office to their succes- 
sors.’* Nor is Dr. Barrow less decided upon this subject, 
although you have represented him as having given up the 
point.f 

IV. Your fourth Episcopal argument is, “ that Timothy and 
Titus were each appointed to the fixed superintendency of a 
large diocese, the former over Ephesus, the latter over Crete; 
that the duties required of them, and the powers vested in 


them, were evidently superior to those of ordinary Presbyters 


in a word, that they were no other than proper diocesan Bi- 
shops.” 

You have here again put the argument in your own form, 
and adduced Dr. Whitby, a very learned divine, to confute it. 
For my part, I can see no injury that can arise to the Episcopal 
cause, from admitting that Timothy and Titus were not im- 
moveably fixed at Ephesus and Crete. If we find that the 
duties required of them, and the authority vested in them, were 
evidently superior to those of common Presbyters, our argu- 
ment will stand good. : 

But you say, ‘they are no where in Scripture called Bishops.” 
Are they any where called Moderators? No. Whatever con- 
clusion there is to be drawn from this, operates equally against 
you as against us. But we aver, that they were endued with 
the authority, and performed the duties of Bishops. This you 
will not venture to assert is the case as to your Moderators. 
For they have no power to ordain, what both Timothy and Ti- 
tus evidently had. Nor does it appear to me, that this argu- 
ment of ours is in the smallest degree weakened by your re- 
marks. 

1. In the beginning of this letter, you said you would require 
“« passages of Scripture, which contain direct precept, plain un- 
doubted example,’ &c. But here you say, “ even if we allow 


* Scott’s Works, vol. i. p. 486. 
+ See his Sermon on Obedience to spiritual Guides and Governoss 
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Timothy and Titus to have held such a superior ecclesiastical 
rank as Episcopalians contend for, still no certain argument can 
be drawn from this case in favour of an established arrangement 
in the Church?’ Is not this something like contradiction? ora 
dereliction of principle? But Sir, our cause is not so weak as 
to stand upon a single instance. It is because we find no ex- 
ample of Presbyters ordaining—It is because we find ‘Timo- 
thy and Titus both endued with the same authority—It is be- 
cause the Apostles, and these exclusively, exercised the right of 
ordination and authority over Presbyters, taken in connec- 
tion with many corroborating facts, that we fix our rules as to 
ordination and government. If a zealous hierarchist, a thou- 
sand years hence, should contend that the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury presided at the consecration of the first American Bi- 
shops, and, therefore, the presidency of an Archbishop was ne- 
cessary to avalid ordination, we might admit, that he had zeal, 
but we should deny that he had 4nowledge. But if he was to 
maintain that Presbyters of the Episcopal Church had no right 
to ordain, otherwise gentlemen would never have crossed the 
Atlantic for orders, so many years successively, we should allow 
him knowledge, whatever we might think of his zeal. 

2. On your second remark, it may be observed, that Episco- 
palians are not obliged to abide by your statements nor to sub- 
scribe to your reasoning. We do not conclude that because 
our diocesan Bishops have a right to ordain and to govern 
Presbyters and Deacons, that Timothy and Titus, being vested 
with such rights, were therefore diocesan Bishops. But find- 
ing both Timothy and Titus cloathed with authority over these 
inferior ministers, and endued with a right to ordain them, we 
conclude, that there was then an order in the ministry superior 
to Presbyters; and upon this ground we defend our Church 
polity. And while we have such a scriptural warrant, we 
shall continue to consider all the syllogisms of Presbyterian lo- 
gicians as exclusively their own property. 

5. You say, “ we know not that there were any Church offi- 
cers ordained, either at Ephesus or Crete, previously to the 
mission of Timothy or Titus.” And what if*there were not? 
Can this affect the case in the smallest degree, while we are 
clearly ascertained that they were endued with the right of or- 
daining and governing Presbyters and Deacons? It is not upon 
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the circumstances of their peculiar distinction, or upon the si* 
tuation of the churches to which they were sent, that Episcopa- 
hans lay any stress, but on the plain and incontrovertible fact 
of their being superior to common Presbyters in rights and au- 
thority. 

4. Your admission, under this head, renders the Episcopal 
doctrine, in addition to direct proof, highly probable and indeed 
rational. If there were ministers already in their places, and 
if these ministers, as you think probable, were involved in “ the 
disputes and animosities which prevailed,’ what more feasible 
plan could be devised, than to send superior ministers to curb 
and to reclaim them. If ministers of the same rank and au- 
thority had been employed, might thev not with great propriety 
have rejected their interference? But to send officers with power 
to try and condemn them, was at once acting with energy and 
good sense. ‘The supposition that Timothy and Titus were 
mere common Presbyters leads to a variety of absurdities— 
that a single Presbyterian can ordain Presbyters and Deacons, 
which do you not admit—that a single Presbyter can try and 
condemn other Presbyters, and that a single Presbyter can set 
zn order the affairs of a church, even if there be in that church 
a number of other Presbyters of the same rank and authority. 
Nothing then can be more at variance with the most generally 
admitted principles of Church polity, than your supposition, 
and, I may add, than your scheme of par7ty too. 

5. The fifth remark which you say invalidates the argument 
under consideration, 1s really so futile, that it hardly deserves 
notice. ‘ We know not that either Timothy or Titus, alone, 
ordained a single Presbyter at Ephesus or Crete.” It is easy to 
suppose, that there were either a hundred or a thousand others 
with Timothy or Titus. But what weight will such a supposi- 
tion have with a serious and impartial inquirer into truth, when 
he finds it declared in St. Paul’s Epistle to Titus—Sor this cause 
left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldst set in order the things that 
are wanting, and ordain Elders in every city, as I had appointed 
thee. Tit.i. 5. For my own part, I can conceive nothing 
more decisive in proof of any doctrine than this is, that Titus 
was vested with power to ordain and to set in order whatever 
was necessary in Crete. 

6. With regard to the date of St. Paul’s first Epistle to Ti- 
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mothy, you ought in fairness, to have stated, that while some 
learned men maintain that it was written about the year 58, 
others equally learned contend, that it was written about the 
year 64, subsequent to St. Paul’s first imprisonment at Rome. 
On this side of the question are Pearson, Le Clerk, L’ Enfant, 
Cave, Mill, Whitby, Prettvman, &c. And [ have no hesita- 
tion in saying, that the arguments of these learned men have 
produced entire conviction in my mind. The reader will find 
this subject very satisfactorily treated in Prettyman’s Theo- 
logy. 

7. The fact already evinced nullifies your seventh remark. 
For if the true date of the Epistle to Timothy was in the year 
64, this was after the period when the Acts of the Apostles close, 
and of course Timothy is left to be the diocesan Bishop of 
Ephesus. But suppose, for the sake of argument, that Timo- 
thy and Titus were not stationary, would that destroy their 
rights, or bring them down from their rank? If, because the 
situation of the Church in America requires that the Bishop of 
Maryland should sometimes go into the State of Delaware, 
upon Episcopal duties, it should be, some years hence, con- 
cluded, that he was not Bishop of the diocese of Maryland, or 
possessed the Episcopal office, the conclusion would be Just as 
correct as Dr. Miller’s. But would it satisfy a mind fair and 
unbiassed ? 

Finally—The last remark upon which you rely to destroy 
the Episcopal characters of Timothy and Titus, is, “ That 
St. Paul always addresses them in the style of authority ;” and 
that of course he must have been of a superior order. The 
discerning reader, who has perceived the clear and material 
distinction between extraordinary offices and extraordinary 
powers, and who has seen that the commission under which the 
Apostles acted, is the same with that under which all ministers 
act, will readily observe, that if there was any justice in your 
position, it would act equally against you, as against us, for it 
would prove that there were different orders in the Apostolic 
Church. But we can see nothing either in the Epistles to Ti- 
mothy or Titus to justify your conclusion. * The exhortations 
and directions are all given in the mild and affectionate manner 
of only a father in the faith, There is not the most remote hint 
at an exercise of authority, even if these directions should not 
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have been complied with. Whereas the right of Timothy and 
Titus to ordain Presbyters and Deacons, and to apply to them 
the discipline of the Church, are things so clear and express, as 
only to be denied by prejudice, or resisted by long cherished ha- 
bits of thinking upon another system. 

Let any person only enter fully and fairly into the state of 
things then in existence, and he will no longer be ata loss to ac- 
count for the conduct of St. Paul to these ministers. There was 
no fixed standard of doctrines, for the Canon of Scripture was 
not yet completed. St. Paul possessed extraordinary gifts in 
the fullest proportion. And having ordained these successors, 
it became his duty to instruct them fully in the doctrines of the 
Gospel, as well as the discipline of the Church. 

To obviate then every objection that ingenuity can raise 
against Episcopacy, seems only to require a suitable degree of 
attention to the nature of the Church, the offices and duties of 
the ministry, and the primitive state of things. Those difficul- 
tics that you imagine entangle the subject, have no immediate 
connection with the Episcopal grounds of proof. Episcopalians 
find that Timothy and Titus were vested with the right of or- 
daining and governing Presbyters and Deacons, and of setting 
in order the things that were wanting in the churches. But 
you want proof, that Timothy and ‘Titus were to remain at 
Ephesus and Crete, without ever visiting the churches. You want 
proof of the number of their actual ordinations—You wish to 
know that there were previously Presbyters at Ephesus and 
Crete. But, pray, Sir, what is all this to the purpose? If you 
had been so fortunate as to have substantiated all these points, 
would it have altered the case one single iota, while we have 
the plain and undeniable declarations of holy writ, to vindicate 
us in an adherence to the opinion, that the office and duties of 
our Bishops are found in the model afforded by ‘Timothy and 
Titus? 

V. With regard to the Angels of the seven Churches men- 
tioned in the Revelations, the very manner in which they are 
addressed, implies that they stand connected with these churches 
in the very way in which our Bishops are connected with theirs. 
Thev are addresed as persons in authority; they are addressed 
as having suffered the churches to decline; and the instructions 
to.be conveyed to these churches are addressed to them. This, 
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taken in connection with a fact, than which few are better esta- 
blished, that at the time when these Revelations were commu- 
nicated, there were Bishops in the several churches mentioned, 
gives still additional strength to the Episcopal doctrine, that a 
Bishop had then the authority for which we now contend. To 
suppose that these Angels were merely JZoderators, or Chair- 
men of Presbyteries, would render the addresses equally at va- 
riance with experience and common sense. For chazrmen are 
only officers appointed for the purpose. of presiding in bodies 
for the transaction of business, and have no connection with 
them in any othe: capacity. 

That these Angels were mere common Presbyters, the mi- 
nisters of single congregations, is clearly untrue. For in the 
Church of Ephesus in particular, there were then a number of 
Presbyters, and still she is addressed through the Angel.* 

VI. If Iam not mistaken, Sir, you manage the passages from 
1 Cor. xii. and Eph. iv. in your own way, and not in the way 
that Episcopalians treat them. ‘The whole chapter in the Co- 
rinthians is an illustration of the extraordinary gifts of the Holy 
Ghost, of their necessity and connection in the Church as a 
single society ; that however various these gifts were, they 
were as necessary in their place as the different parts of the 
human body. In this body, too, on which these gifts were be- 
stowed, there was government and officers. From this, then, 
I would only draw, besides the enumeration of the gifts of the 
Spirit, the admission of the fact, that the Church was a body, 
whose government was of divine origin. Nor can any thing 
more be deduced from the passage in Ephesians. For who 
ever pretended that Apostles, Prophets, and Evangelists, were 
different orders? Indeed, it is trifiing with the subject to pre- 
tend that Episcopalians rely on these passages in proof of their 
form of Church polity. 

I have now, Sir, gone through all your objections to the ar- 
guments drawn from Scripture in proof of the divine origin of 
Episcopacy, and I can say, witha sacred regard to truth, thatI am 
not in the smallest degree shaken in my convictions by what 
you have said—a conviction not founded upon education and 


* See Parkhurst on the word ¢&x?.nuz%, and Scott’s Christian Life on the 
. . ? 
Angels in the Revelations. 
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early prepossessions, but the result of examination and refiec- 
tion. Indeed, you seem to me to have only hovered about the out- 
works, sometimes destroying a small part badly constructed and 
weakly defended ; but the main work your arms have either not 
reached, or they have rebounded without effect. Nay, if you 
had demolished Episcopacy, I should still have been farther 
from your doctrine of parity than ever. For, with the aid of 
all your predecessors, you seem to have been unable to produce 
a single instance of Presbyterian ordination, one sound argu- 
ment to prove that Presbyters were not inferior officers in the 
Apostolic Church, or any thing even to puzzle the clear proof, 
that Deacons were regularly ordained ministers of the Church. 

I am not unable to account for the confidence which you ex- 
press in your having destroyed even the plausibilzty of an argu- 
ment. It is natural for parents to think well of their children. 
But I am entirely at a loss to account for some of your declara- 
tions, with regard to Episcopalians. “ Scarcely,” you say, 
“ any two of their standard writers can agree upon any one 
principle of scriptural evidence.” Page 118. You seem to have 
consulted a great many Episcopal divines. But I fear you have 
consulted them only to answer your purpose, otherwise you 
would have found a remarkable coincidence in the main points 
of their argument. 

As to the use that Episcepalians make of the Fathers, you 
have treated that subject with a degree of confusion and want 
of precision, that was hardly to be looked for in a divine. 
Episcopalians consider Scripture as the only pure source of all 
eruth, but they cheerfully avail themselves of the works of 
pious and learned men, and particularly of those who knew 
and conversed with the Apostles, in ascertaining the true 
meaning of Scripture. Good men, who had sufficient means 
of information, will always be received as credible witnesses in 
matters of fact. But the reason why you want to disparage the 
testimony of the Fathers, it is not very difficult to perceive. 
‘They are against you. 

What the learned Dr. Johnson, of England, has said upon 
this subject, I should imagine, would prove a sufficient antidote 
for all the sophistry and declamation which have from time to 
time been used. ‘‘ With regard to the order and government 
of the Primitive Church, we may doubtless follow the authe- 
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tity of the Fathers, with perfect security: they could not pos- 
sibly be ignorant of laws executed, and customs practised, by 
themselves; nor would they, even supposing them corrupt, 
gerve any interests of their own, by handing down false ac- 
counts to posterity. We are, therefore, to inquire from them 
the different orders established in the ministry from the Apos- 
tolic ages, the different employments of each, and their seve- 
ral ranks, subordinations, and degrees of authority.”* 

As to the parallel, in point of evidence, that has been some- 
times drawn by Episcopalians, between the fact of the divine 
authority of Episcopacy, and the facts of the divine appoint- 
ment of znfant baptism and the first day Sabbath, you have 
somewhat distorted the positions lal down by us. We readily 
admit and defend the divine appointment of the Sabbath. And 
we consider the Apostolic practice as involving sufficient obli- 
gation for us to keep the first day. We consider the divine ap- 
pointment of Church government as no less clear: and of the 
Apostolic practice of Episcopacy, we think we have, in Scrip- 
ture, even more ample proof. We are well assured, that our 
Lord instituted baptism as the way to acquire Church-member- 
ship, and we have no doubt of the r7ght of infants to member- 
ship. But, for my part, I am not prepared to admit that the 
proof of this right is more ample or more conclusive from 
Scripture, than the proof of the existence of Episcopacy. 

You are gratified “ to find such abundant evidence as you da 
in favour of both these ordinances in a number of early and 
authentic writers.” This gratification we also enjoy, in its full 
extent, as to the subject of Episcopacy. And yet you blame 
us for having the least confidence in these writers. 

Episcopacy, Sir, seems still unmoved, and I have the most 
complete assurance in my mind, that it will remain unmoved, 
as sure as the promise of him, who said, “ Lo! Jam with you 
always, even unto the end of the world.” 


* See Sermons left for publication by Dr. Tavlor, Preb. of Westminster, 
Ser. vii. 
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RELIGIOUS MEDITATIONS.* 


No. I. 
THE BIRTH OF CHRIST. 


St. Luke 1. 26.—And, in the sixth month, the Angel Gabriet 
was sent from God unto acity of Galilee, named Nazareth ; to 
a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Foseph, of the 
house of David; and the virgin’s name was Mary.—And the 
Angel came in unto her, and said, * Hail, thou that art highly 
Javoured! the Lord is with thee; blessed art thou among wo- 
men. And when she saw him, she was troubled at his saying, 
and cast in her mind what manner of salutation this should be. 
And the Angel said unto her, ‘ Fear not, Mary: for thou hast 
found favour with God. And behold! thou shalt conceive in 
thiy womb, and bring forth a Son, and shalt call his name 
Jesus. He shall be great, and shall be called THE Son OF 
THE Hicuest: and the Lorp Gop shall give unto him the 
throne of his father David: and he shall reign over the house 
of Facob for ever ; and of his kingdom there shall be no end? 
Then said Mary unto the Angel, ‘ How shall this be, seeing 
IT know not aman?’ And the Angel answered and satd unte 
her, ‘Tur Hoty Guostr shall come upon thee, and the 
power of the H1cuest shall overshadow thee: therefore also 


that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall be called THE 
Son oF Gop.’ 


MEDITATION. 


Wer may I exclaim with St. Pau/, O the depth of the riches 
both of the wisdom and knowledge of Gop! when the Son or 
Gop, that glorified Being in whom dwelt the fulness of the 
Godhead, condescended to be bora of a virgin, and to take our 
mortal and imperfect state upon him ; in Order to save us sinful 
men, and make us heirs of everlasting life. Yet, however 
mean the circumstances of his birth, this RrDEEMER, mighty 
to save, had such attendants on his entrance into this world, as 
the greatest monarchs must look up to with wonder.—The 


* These are selected from the Cottager's Religious Meditations, published 
in England by the Society for bettering the Condition of the Poor. 
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most exalted heavenly Spirits descended to announce his birth. 
Choirs of Angels cheered the Sheepfolds near Bethlehem, dur- 
ing the night; repeating GLorY To GoD IN THE HIGHEST! ON 
EARTH PEACE! GOOD WILL TOWARDs MEN! Seraphims has- 
tencd to celebrate the nativity of that REDEEMER, of whom all 
the Prophets did testify ;—of that Saviour, whose day Abra- 
ham desired to see, and saw it, and was glad.—Let me attend 
with reverence to the precepts of this divine teacher, and con- 
form my life to his doctrine; treasuring up in my soul the 
words of everlasting life! So shall they be my guide and di- 
rection through this world of trial. So shall they be my com- 
fort and consolation at the hour of death, and the means of my 
obtaining eternal happiness hereafter. 


No. II. 


THE BAPTISM OF CHRIST. 


St. Mat. ili. 13.— Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Fordan 
unto Fohn, to be baptized of him; but Fohn forbade him, say- 
ing, ‘ [have need to be baptized of thee, and comest thou to 
me? And Jesus answering said unto him, ‘ Suffer it to be 
so now: for thus it becometh us to fulfil all righteousness? 
Then he suffered him, And Jusus, when he was baptized, 
went up straightway out of the water: and, lo! the heavens 
were opened unto him, and he saw the Suirit oF Gop de- 
scending like a dove, and lighting upon him: and, lo! a voice 
From heaven saying, ‘ THis 1s MY BELOVED SON, IN WHOM 
I AM WELL PLEASED.’ 


MEDITATION. 


Our blessed Saviour not only enjoined the rite of baptism in 
these remarkable words, addressed to his disciples: ‘ Go ye 
therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name ot 
the Faruer, and of the Son, and of the Hoty GuostT:’ but 
he also enforced it by his own example. ‘Though spotless and 
free from sin himself, yet for our sakes, he condescended to 
leave an example of submission to this ordinance of Gop ; by 
using the appointed means of purification, in the sacrament of 
Baptism. Let me contemplate with awe and reverence, the 


approbation which the ALMIGHTY FaTuenr testified of the in- 
VoL. 5. oY 
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stitution of Baptism, by the visible descent of his Hoty Sprrrr 
on our SAviouR when he was baptized; and let me ever bear 
in mind the solemn nature of this sacred ordinance, and the se~ 
rious and devout attention with which it should be performed, 
in order to make a permanent and vital impression on all. Let 
me also reflect on the kind condescension, with which our Sa- 
viour has ordered little children to be brought to him ; and let 
this encourage me to bring my children to Curist by Faith, t6 
commit them to him by Baptism and Prayer, and frequently 
to remind them of their Baptismal Vow ; watching over their 
tender years, and bringing them up in the Fear of Gop, so 
that they may continue to be the everlasting objects of his care 
and love. Amen! 


No. ITI. 


THE LAMB OF GOD. 
St. John i. 29.— The next day, Fohn seeth Jesus coming unto 


him, and saith, ‘ BEHOLD THE LAmsB oF Gop! which taketh 
away the sin ef the world. This is he of whom I said, After 
ne cometh a man, which is preferred before me: for he was 
before me. And I knew him not: but that he should be made 
manifest to Israel, therefore am I come baptizing with water? 
And Fohn bare record, saying, * I saw the Spirst descending 
From heaven like a dove, and it abode upon htm. And I knew 
him not: but HE that sent me to baptize with water, the same 
said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see the Spirit descending, 
and remaining on him, the same is he which baptizeth with 
the Hoty Guost. And Isaw, and bare record that THIS 1s 
THE Son OF Gob.’ 


MEDITATION. 


O THAT my faith may daily behold Jesus, the Mep1aTor of 
the new covenant, under the character of the Lams or Gop; 
—a lamb indeed without blemish, and without spot ; by whose 
precious blood we are redeemed to God, out of every kindred, 
and tongue, and people, and nation,*—~as by an infinitely more 
valuable ransom than silver and gold. May I with deep hu- 


* Rev. Y. 9, 
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a 


mility implore him to take away my sins ; and may I ever re- 
joice that he is the PROPITIATION, not for my sins only, but 
for the sins of the whole world. In him I behold the great 
purifier of mankind; the divine person, whom the prophet 
Lsaiah foretold, should be brought as a Lambé to the slaughter ; 
who should be wounded for our transgressions, and bruised for 
our iniquities.* He, the true Paschal Lamb, hath through THE 
ETERNAL Spirit offered himself without spot to God; and is 
become the Mrp1aTor of the New Testament; that by means 
of his death for our sins, we may be called to receive the pro- 
mise of eternal inheritance. O! may I so improve my ap- 
pointed time here, that I may be at length permitted to unite 
with Angels and Archangels and all the company of Heaven, 
in that glorious song, ‘ Worthy is the Lams that was slain, to 
receive power, and riches, and wisdom, and strength, and ho- 
nour, and glory, and blessing.’ while, to my delight, I hear 
every person which is in Heaven, and on the Earth, and such 
as are in the Sea, and all that are in them, saying, ‘ Blessing, 
and honour, and glory, and power, be unto Hr that sitteth 
upon the Throne, and unto the LAMB FOR EVER AND EVER. Tt 
AMEN. 


No. IV. 
THE HISTORY OF NAAMAN. 


2d Kings v. 9.—So Naaman came with his horses and with his 
charist, and stood at the door of the house of Elisha. And 
Elisha sent a messenger unto him, saying, ‘ Go and wash in 
Fordan seven times, and thy flesh shall come again to thee, 
and thou shalt be clean.’ But Naaman was wroth, and went. 
away, and said, * Behold, I thought, he will surely come out 
to me, and stand, and call on the name of the Lorpd uts Gop, 
and strike his hand over the place, and recover the leper. Are 
not Abana and Pharphar, rivers of Damascus, better than all 
the waters of Israel? May 1 not wash in them, and be clean?’ 
So he turned and went away in a rage. And his servants 
came near, and spake unto him, and said,‘ My father, if the 
prophet had bid thee do some great thing, wouldest thou not 


* Isaiah liit. 5 * Rey, y. 
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have done it? haw much rather then, when he satd to thee, 
WasH AND BE CLEAN?’ Then went he down, and dipped 
himself seven times in Fordan, according to the saying «f the 
man of God: and his fiesh came again like unto the flesh of a 
little child, and he was clean. 


MEDITATION. 


May I observe here, that whoever is desirous of obtaining a 
blessing from the hand of Gop, must seek it in the manner he 
directs. If he will not accept his bounty in the way, and under 
the conditions, which he proposes, the supplicant will never 
obtain it. The Atmicuty Gop could have removed the le- 
prosy of Naaman by various means; but the water of Jordan 
was the instrument which he thought fit to appoint; and, with- 
out it, Naaman might have gone down to his grave ‘ a leper as 
white as snow.’—lIf I wish to be saved, I know it can only be 
through Curist. There is salvation through no other ;—and 
I must bear in my mind that he will be no Saviour to me, un- 
less through the grace of Gop, it is my constant study and en- 
deavour to believe his revealed word, and to practise that which 
he hath commanded me to practice.—We are all of us infected 
with a disease, far more dangerous than that of Naaman; with 
Sry, the leprosy of the soul, Curist hath opened in his Gospel, 
by Baptism, a fountain for the washing away of that sin; and 
he hath made atonement for it, by the shedding of his own 
blood. He inviteth us to accept deliverance, to be cleansed,— 
to be made whole. Oh may I not despise the call; but fly to 
the fountain of living waters,——the fountain that is opened for sin 
and uncleanness,—the fountain that cometh forth from the house 
of the Lord ;—lest my leprosy cleave unto me for ever. 


No. V. | 
EXAMPLE OF JOHN THE BAPTIST. 


St. John iii. 26.— And they came unto Fohn, and said unto hin, 
© Rabbi, he that was with thee beyond Fordan, to whom thou 
barest witness, behold, the same baptizeth, and all men come 
to him.’ Fohn answered and said, * Aman can receive no- 
thing, exeept it be given him from Heaven. Ye yourselves 


bear me witness, that I said, Jam not the Curist, but that I 
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am sent before him. He that hath the bride is the bridegroom ; 
but the friend of the bridegroom, which standeth and hear- 
eth him, rejoiceth greatly becatise of the bridegroom’s voice: 
this my joy therefore is fulfilled. He must increase, but I 
must decrease.—He that cometh from above is above all: he 
thut 2s of the earth ts earthly, and speaketh of the earth: he 
that cometh from heaven is above all. And what he hath seen 
and heard, that he testifieth ; and no man receiveth his testi- 
mony. He that hath received his testimony, hath set to his 
seal that Gop zs true. Lor HE, whom Gon hath sent, speak- 
eth the words of Gon; for Gop giveth not the Spirit by 
measure unto HIM. The FATHER Joveth the Son, and hath 
given all things into his hand. He that believeth on the Son 
hath everlasting life; and he that believeth not the Son, 
shall not see life ; but the wrath of Gon abideth on him 


MEDITATION. 


Let me meditate with improvement on the disposition of 
the HoLy Baptist ; who rejoiced in the increasing power and 
reputation of Curist, though he knew it was to eclipse and 
extinguish his own. nd yet, this was the man of whom ouR 
BLESSED SAviour, who knew the hearts of all men, testified, 
that ‘‘ Among them that are born of women, there hath not 
risen a greater than Fohn the Baptist.” By bearing in my 
mind the example of the humble and contented spirit of this 
truly great man, I shall avoid all tendency to the mean and rest- 
less vice ef envy ; which would prevent my enjoying with gra- 
titude the comforts and hopes bestowed upon me by the mercy 
of Gop ; because I see others greater, or richer, or more pow- 
erful than me: like the unhappy Haman, who could taste no 
earthly blessing while Mordecai was admitted into a share of 
the royal favour; and cried out in anguish of spirit, ‘ All this 
availeth me nothing, so long as I see Mordecai the Jew sitting 
at the king’s gate.”*—-Oh! may I be ever mindful that ‘ a man 
can receive nothing, except it be given him from Heaven Ft It 
is Gop that maketh one man to differ from another; and nothing 
can be more unreasonable, than when I have received Aut from 
his bounty, mz exes should be evil, because he is good. 
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Esther v. Is. + John yi. 27 + Matt. xx. 15 
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The Beatitudes. 


No. VI. 
THE BEATITUDES. 


St. Mat. v. 1.—And, secing the multitudes, he went up into a 
mountain; and when he was set, his disciples came unto him. 
And he opened his mouth, and taught them, saying,—Blessed 
are the poor in spirit: for their's zs the kingdom of heaven. 
Blessed are they that mourn: for they shall be comforted. 
Blessed are the meek: jor they shall inherit the earth. Bles- 
sed are they which do hunger and thirst after righteousness : 
Jor they shall be filled. Blessed are the mercitul: for they 
shall obtain mercy. Blessed are the pure in heart: for they 
shall see Gov. SLlessed are the peacemakers: for they shall 
‘be called the Children of Gon. Blessed are they which are 
persecuted for righteousness’ sake: for their’s 2s the kingdom 
of heaven. 


MEDITATION. 


CurisT opencth his discourse with dlesstngs. But on whom 
are they pronounced? and whom hath he taught us to consider 
as the happiest of mankind? The mee and the humble, the 
penitent and the merciful, the peaceful and the pure in heart, 
those that hunger and thirst after rzehteousness, those that la- 
bour and faint not under persecution.—BLEssED Jesus! how dif- 
ferent are thy maxims from those of the world! They call the 
proud, happy, and admire the gay, the rich, the powerful, and 
the victorious. But may I share in that happiness, which the 
Son or Gop came to recommend and to procure! may [ obtain 
mercy of the Lord; may I see hzm, and INHERIT His KiNnG- 
pom! And, while Iam looking forward to an eternal weight 
of glory in another life, may I be content and happy in any sta- 
tion, in which it hath pleased Gop to place me. With such 
hope and with such enjoyment, will I perform my duty here, 
however mean or laborious ; and endeavour, by meekness, by 
kindness, and purity of heart, to promote the glory of Gon 
and the welfare of my nezghbour here, in the hope of eternal 
happiness hereafter. 


(To be continued. ) 
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ELUCIDATION OF JOHN vi. 37. 


All that the Father giveth me shall come unto me. 
[ Concluded from page 291. ] 


Tue interpretation of this passage, by which it is made to 
maintain the doctrine of absolute predestination, is therefore not 
only inconsistent with the general benevolence of our Saviour’s 
character, but with the particular object of his discourse. 
This object was the conviction of the Jews. Had our Saviour 
declared the doctrine of absolute predestination, so far from 
considering themselves as blameable, the Jews would have im- 
puted their unbelief to their want of the means of grace, con- 
ferred on those only who were given to him. 

On the contrary, he uniformly considers the unbelief of 
the Jews as a crime, and appears particularly anxious to con- 
vince them of it. John xv. 22. “If I had not come, and 
spoken unto them, they had not had sin: but now they have 
no cloak for their sin ;” and John v. 38. “* Whom he (the Fa- 
ther) hath sent, him ye believe not,” is the language of ac- 
cusation. John v. 40. “‘ Ye would not come unto me that ye 
might have life,” is the moving address of expostulation. But 
what effect could these exhortations have on those who were 
taught that they were not chosen to eternal life? The following 
language would have been neither unreasonable nor censurable 
in them, “ Lord, thou dost impute our unbelief to us as a crime ; 
and yet thou dost declare that we are hot given to thee by the 
Father. If we are not among those whom he hath chosen to 
eternal life, and the means of attaining it, how can we come unto 
thee?” In what an inconsistent light does this interpretation 
place the conduct and exhortations of our Saviour !—It may be 
said indeed, that the election of God does not interfere with 
perfect freedom of choice ; that these unbelieving Jews, though 
not elected to salvation, were yet able to accept or reject the in- 
vitation of Christ. The consequence of this opinion is, that 
those very persons might attain eternal life, who were 7ot among: 
the number on whom only God had decrced to confer that bless- 
ing. If the meaning of our Saviour is that those only wh: 
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were elected, should come unto him, how was it possible for 
others to have the power to do so! If we maintain that they 
had, we subject the holy Jesus, who was the way, the truth, 
: and the life, to the charge of sporting with the understanding 
ie of his hearers. His language was addressed to the unbelieving 
it Jews. And was it possibie for them (according to the interpre- 
tation we are now considering) to draw any other inference 
from it, than that as they were not elected to eternal life, they 
could not possibly attain it?) Admitting that particular election 
and freedom of choice are reconcileable; was it consistent 
with the uniform sincerity and plainness of our Saviour, to 
deliver doctrines apparently so contradictory? Deceit was 
not in his mouth, simple truth always flowed from his lips. 
{In speaking to an ignorant multitude, did it become him to 
deliver what must have been to them unintelligible? In re- 
claiming a deluded people, was it just in him to deliver a doc- 
trine calculated to fix them in their error, and to enable them 
to use the plea, that the decree of God prevented their coming 


| to him? 
He tt rr. . ? ; 
| Faw (his interpretation then appears contradictory to the design 
i) : of our Saviour’s discourse. No rational construction of this 


passage can support the opinion, that any persons are “given” 
to Christ by an absolute decree, which has no respect to the 
use they would make of the means of grace. On the contrary, 
the whole tenor of our Saviour’s discourse leads to the conclu- 
sion, that all those were given unto him, who would improve 
the means of grace, to their salvation ; and all those were not 
ie given who rejected these means, to their everlasting condem- 
nation. It was the objéct of Christ to convince the Jews, that 
prejudice and love of the world blinded their understandings. 
To these causes he attributes their unbelief, even when they saw 
oii his miracles. But, says he, “ all whom the Father giveth me 
it shall come unto me.” As if he had said—AlIl who unlike you 
i obstinate and prejudiced Jews, possess that honest and upright 
mind which, through divine grace, leads them to Judge candidly 
of my character, and of the proofs which I exhibit of my divine 
Mission, are given unto me, and shall believe in me—the means 
of conviction are sufficient—thev have the strongest motive to 
believe; for I offer them eternal life—and they have the power, 
pecause having improved their rational faculties, and the seeds 
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of divine grace in their hearts; they have received such further 
supplies of grace as enable them cordially to believe and obey 
me. 

This latter interpretation is supported by those numerous pas- 
sages where the causes of the unbelief of the Jews are assigned. 
This unbelief is never ascribed to any absolute decree of God. 
Christ imputes their unbelief to their love of sin and hatred of 
the truth. Jonn iii. 19. ** This is the condemnation, that light 
has come into the world, and men have chosen darkness rather 
than light, because their deeds are evil.” John viii. 45. “ Be 
cause I tell you the truth, ye believe me not.” Their disregard 
to the word of God is another cause. John v. 38. “% And ye 
have not this ward abiding in you, for whom he hath sent, Azm 
ye believe not.” Also John vii. 46. A third cause is, their 
being destitute of the love of God. John v. 42. “ But I know 
that ye have not the ave of God in you.” A fourth cause as- 
signed, is, their preferring the praise of men before the praise 
of God. John v. 44. “ How can ve believe, who receive ho- 
nour one of another, and seek not the honour that cometh from 
God.” Their intractable and a dispositions are assigned. 
as another cause. John x. 26. “ But ve believe not, because 
ye are not of my sheep, as I said unto you.” And, lastly, their 
unbelief is ascribed to their perverseness and obstinacy. John 
vill. 43. “ Why do you not understand my speech, even be- 
cause ye cannot hear my words.” ‘These were the reasons why 
they would not come unto Christ. Those, therefore, whom God 
had given unto him must possess dispositions contrary to these. 
They must have a hatred for sin, a love of the truth, a regard 
for the revelations of God, a Inve of God, a desire after his 
favour, and humble docile dispositions. When Christ declares 

to the jews, “¢ all that the Father giveth me shall come unto me,” 
his meaning must be, all that possess qualifications opposite to 
thos? which vou possess, shall come unto me. The Jews 
could easily have comprehended the meaning of Christ in this 
address to them, because it was pointed at the causes of their 
unbeliet; which causes they could find out without difficulty. 
That they did not unc erstand his Jan nguage as some now do, is 
surely evident from their not making that reply which would 
have been natural, had our Saviour declared that they were cut 

if from the blessings ef the Gespel by a decree of God. Tn 
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their love for their sins, conscience must have pointed out to 
them the cause of their unbelief. The declaration of our Sa- 
viour therefore could not have been misunderstood. ‘They had 
slighted the means of grace and knowledge; they had blinded 
their eves and hardened their hearts, therefore God had not 
given them to Christ; they were totally unqualified to be sub- 
jects of his kingdom. God dealt with them as with their fore- 
fathers. To the children of Israel the language of Moses was, 
Deut. xxix. 2, 3,4. “* Ye have seen all that the Lord did before 
your eyes in the land of Egypt, unto Pharaoh, and unto all his 
servants, and unto all his land; the great temptations which 
thine eyes have seen, the signs and those great miracles ; yet the 
Lord hath not given you an heart to perceive, and eyes to see, 
and ears to hear unto this day.” Here it is imputed to the 
Israelites as a crime that the Lord had not given them an heart 
to perceive, and eyes to see, and ears to hear. Why? evidently 
because they had not improved the means of conviction in the 
miracles, the signs and the wonders wrought before their eyes. 
So, in the time of our Saviour, God did not give unto him the 
unbelieving’ Jews, because they hardened their hearts against 
that conviction, which the miracles of our Saviour were calcu- 
lated to excite. 

Our Saviour, in using the words, “ all that the Father giveth 
me,” designed to teach his hearers, that every thing good in 
them came from God. Those persons who possessed qualifica- 
tions which made them fit disciples of Christ, and disposed 
them to believe in him, might with singular propriety be said to 
be given by God. Bv his preventing grace, He wrought those 
dispositions in their hearts ; Ae disposed them like sheep, meek 
and docile, to hear the voice of Christ, the great Shepherd of 
souls ; he gave them that “honest and good heart, which dis- 
posed them to hear the word, to keep it, and to bring forth 
fruit with patience.” If it be asked, why did he not work 
the same dispositions in the hearts of the unbelieving Jews ? 
—the answer is found in the oracles of truth—they “ resisted 
his grace and did despite to his Spirit.” 

It may be objected that this interpretation makes the deter- 
minations of God posterior to and dependent on the will of the 
creature. And what is there in this either irrational or unscrip- 
tural? In Scripture man is every where considered as a free 
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agent. God deals with him according to the use which he 
makes of his rational faculties. All the blessings of the Gospel 
are conferred on those onlv who possess certain qualifications. 
We are told that the special communications of the Spirit of 
God are given to those only who “ ask”—who “ scek”—who 
“knock.” Here the determination of God to grant a particular 
blessing is made to depend on the qualifications of the reci- 
pients. As well might we assert, contrary to this express de- 


claration, that God bestows his Spirit before man asks, or seeks 


for it, as to oppose the interpretation of the text, because it 
makes the determinations of God posterior to the actions of 
men. 

. lo the interpretation given of the passage, it may also be ob- 
yected, that it takes from God the glory of man’s salvation. 
But how is the glory of Ged advanced by the salvation of those 
whom by an absolute decree, he brings to everlasting life? How 
is the glory of God advanced in the eternal perdition of those 
who are passed by, and permitted, without having the means of 
grace, to perish in their sins? We cannot separate the glory 
of God from his goodness and justice. His glory is principally 
advanced by the voluntary service of free agents. How do the 
deniers of absolute decrees take from the glory of God? Do 
they make man his own Saviour? Do they assert that he has 
satisfied the claims of divine justice, and purchased the Holy 
Spirit, the principle of spiritual life? No; they say that all 
these blessings are the gift of God through Christ. ‘They main- 
tain, that without God man can do no good thing; that after he 
has done all, he is an unprofitable servant, and must receive 
eternal life as the free gift of unmerited mercy. But they main- 
tain that the blessings of the Gospel are purchased by Christ 
for all mankind—that all have it in their power to come unto 
him and receive life—and that the wilful neglect of this great 
salvation will be the awful condemnation of the finally impeni- 
tent. | 

This passage then gives no support to the doctrine of abso- 
lute predestination. 

[t is undoubtedly true that there is an election often spoken 
of in Scripture. But it refers to the certainty of God’s ever- 
Jasting purposes of mercy to mankind through Christ Jesus. 
By the elect we may sometimes understand those who, perse- 
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vering in the faith unto the end, become heirs of everlasting 
life. But the term elect is applied in Scripture, and particularly 
by St. Paul in his Epistles, to the great body of Christians, 
both Jews and Gentiles, who are called and elected by baptism 
to the privileges of the Christian covenant. And that this elec- 
tion is not absolute, 1s evident from those who are the subjects 
of it being directed to “ make their calling and election sure ;” 
by which is meant not an inward assurance of salvation, but 
an actual securing of it, by “ giving all diligence,” to “‘ add to 
their faith, virtue; and to virtue, knowledge; and to know- 
ledge, temperance; and to temperance, patience ; and to pati~- 
ence, godliness ; and to godliness, brotherly kindness; and to 
brotherly kindness, charity.” 2 Pet.i. 5, &e. 











Thoughts on various Subjects, and from various Authors. By 
Bishop Herne. 


(Continued from page 5035.) 


CHARACTERS AND ACTIONS OF REMARKABLE 
PERSONS. 


1. Ir will be hereafter with a wicked man, when he is punished 
for his sins, as it was with Apollodorus, when he dreamed that 
he was flayed and boiled by the Scythians, and his heart spoke 
to him out of the caldron: * Eyw ca tetas asta. ——* I am the 
cause of these thy sufferings.” 

2. Lysimachus, for extreme thirst, offered his kingdom to 
the Getz, to quench it. His exclamation, when he had drank, 
is wonderfully striking—“ Ah! wretched me! who, for such 
a momentary gratification, have lost so great a kingdom! 
TNS FANS ULKO%y Oly OF NOOVHY BTW | 
How applicable is this to the case of him, who, for the momen- 
gary pleasures of sin, parts with the 4zngdom of heaven! 

3. Horticulture, as it was the primitive employment of man, 
so it is What great geniuses, after having passed through the 
busiest scenes in the political and military world, retire to 
with pleasure towards the close of their days.—See Sir W. 


‘Fempile’s Gardens of Epicurus. 
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4, I am ashamed to think, that a little business and few 
cares should indispose and hinder me in my religious exercises, 
when I read, that Frederic, king of Prussia, at atime when all 
his enemies were upon him, and his affairs seemed absolutely 
desperate, found leisure to write a kind of philosophical testa- 
ment in French verse. Age of Louis XV. i. 213. 

Cyrus had taken the wife of Tigranes, and asked him 
what he would give to save her from servitude? He replied, 
All that he had in the world, and his own life ito the bargain. 
Cyrus, upon this, very generously restored her, and pardoned 
what had passed. All were full of his praises upon this occa- 
sion; some commending the accomplishments of his mind, 
others those of his person. ‘Tigranes asked his wife, whether 
she did not greatly admire him? “I never looked at him,” 
said she. ‘* Notlook at him!” returned he ; upon whom then 
did you look ?” “ Upon him,” replied she, * who offered his own 
life to redeem me from ale ery.’ —T his charming example 
should be copied into our behaviour in the house of God ; 
where we should behold and contemplate the beauties and per- 
fections of that blessed person alone, who actually did give his 
life a ransom for us.—See Xenoph. Cyroped. 11. 147. 

6. When Constantine was instigated by his courtiers to make 
examples of the Arians, who had insulted his statues, he si- 
fenced them by raising his hand to his face, and saying, “ For 
mine own part, I do not feel myself hurt.” 

Would you see human vanity and misery at the highest ? 
Behold the globe of the world carried in procession before the 
corpse of the Emperor Charles VII. who, during the short 
course of his wretched reign, could not keep possession of one 
small unfortunate province. 

S. Victor Amadeus, tired of business and of himself, capri- 
ciously abdicating his crown, and a year afterwards as capri- 
ciously repenting, and desiring to have it again, displayed fully 
the weakness of human nature, and how difficult it is to gratify 
= heart, either with or without a throne. 

; Clase Lorrain studied his art in the open fields, where 
he thn continued from the rising to the setting sun. He 
sketched whatever he thought beautiful ‘and striking, and 
marked, in similar ~ontiap every curious tinge of light on all 
kinds of objects. These were afterwards improved into land- 
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scapes, universally allowed to be superior to those of all other 
artists who have painted in the same style. In like manner 
Shakspeare and Ben Jonson travelled and associated with all 
sorts of people, to mark different ¢raits in the characters and 
tempers of mankind, which were afterwards worked up into 
their inimitable plays. Every writer should follow these ex- 
amples, and take down thoughts as they occur in reading or 
conversing, to be ready for use afterwards, when he sits down 
to compose. 

10. ‘To the hasty correctors of the sacred text may be applied 
vhat an ingenious author has observed, when speaking of the 
critics on classical writers—* ‘The learning of the ancients had 
been long ago obliterated, had every man thought himself at 
liberty to corrupt the lines which he did not understand.” <Ad- 
venturer, vol. i. p. 189. No. 58. 

11. Obscurity of expression is elegantly called, by Mrs. 
Montague, ‘ that mst common to the eve and morn of litera- 
ture, which in fact proves it is not at its high meridian.” See 
Essay on Shakspeare, p. 286. 

12. The morning after the massacre of Paris, when the 
streets were covered with the bodies of slaughtered men, wo- 
men, and children, before they were thrown into: the Seine, 
the Catholics bethought themselves of a charitable device, 
which was, to strip them naked, in order to distribute their 
bloody clothes ta the poor /—Saint Foix, Histoire de ?Ordre 
du S. Esprit. 

13. To the soul confined in this material world, but aspiring 
to another and a better, apply the following lines: 





Pent in his cage 
Th’ imprison’d eagle sits, and beats his bars ; 
His eye is rais’d to heav’n. ‘ho’ many a moon 
Has seen him pine in sad captivity— : 
still he thirsts to cip 
His daring pinions in the fount of light. 
Poetical Epistle to Anstey, on the English Poets. 





14. In treating of the human mind, and the management of 
it, the two great sources of illustration are agriculture and 
medicinee—Bacon’s Advancement of Learning, vil. 3.—QOur 
Saviour therefore so frequently applied to them (as the pro: 
phets had done before) for the illustration of his doctrine. 
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15. When the Mexican Emperor Gatimozin was put upon 
the rack by the soldiers of Cortes, one of his nobles, who lay 
in tortures at the same time, complained piteously to his sove- 
reign of the pain he endured. “ Do you think,” said Gatimo- 
zin, “ that I lie upon roses ?”” The nobleman ceased moaning, 
and expired in silence.— When a Christian thinks his sufferings 
for sin, in sickness, pain, &c. intolerable, let him remember 
those of Ais Lord, endured patiently on that bed of sorrow, the 
cross, and he will think so no longer. 

16. When Gatimozin, just taken, was brought into the pre- 
sence of Cortes, he (Cortes) gave strict orders that the Mexi- 
can noblemen taken with the Emperor should be secured and 
strictly looked to, lest they should escape. ‘* Your care, said 
Gatimozin, is needless; they will not fly; they are come to die 
at the feet of their sovereign !’—Such should be the disposition 
and resolution of the disciples and soldiers of Christ. 

17. Bishop Andrews, when a lad at the University, used 
every year to visit his friends in London, and to stay a month 
with them. Durimg that month, he constantly made it a rule 
to learn, by the help of a master, some language, or art, to 
which he was before a stranger. No time was lost. 

18. When the same eminent person first became Bishop of 
Winton, a distant relation, a blacksmith, applied to him to be 
made a gentleman, i.e. to be ordained, and provided with a 
good benefice. No, said the Bishop, you shall have the best. 
forge in the county ; but—every man in his own order and sta- 
tion. 

19. It was a good rule of Dr. Hammond’s always to have a 
subject in hand; in which case he observed, that, whatever 
course of reading he happened to be in, he never failed of 
meeting with something to his purpose. For this reason, no 
sooner had he finished one sermon, or tract, but he immedi- 
ately put another upon the stocks. Thus he was never idle, 
and all his studies turned to present account. He never walked 
out alone without a book, and one always lay open in his 
chamber, from which his servant read while he dressed or un- 
dressed himself. His Life by Fell, thoughwritten in a style 
far from clear and agreeable, is one of the most improving 
books £ ever read. 

20. (srove, the Presbyterian, pu 
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sermon on the Fear of Death. The subject was treated in so 
masterly a manner, that a person of considerable rank in the 
learned world declared, that, after reading it, he could have 
laid down and died, with as much readiness and satisfaction, 
1s he had ever done any thing in his life.—Biog. Dict. art. 
Grove.—The sermon must have been a good one to have 
wrought such a persuasion: but how the persuasion would have 
kept its ground, had the person been taken at his word, and or- 
dered to prepare for instant death, is another question. 

21. Remarkable is the following passage of Josephus, rela- 
tive to the wickedness of his countrymen before Jerusalem was 
besieged by the Romans—*t That time abounded with all man- 
ner of iniquity, so that none was left undone. Yea, though one 
endeavoured to invent some new villany, vet could he invent 
none that was not then practised.” 


CHARITY. 

1. In the world, no man liveth or worketh for himself alone ; 
but every thadestnan, mechanic, husbandman, &c. contrrbuteth 
his labour and his skill towards supplying the different exigen- 
cies of the public, and rendering society comfortable. So 
ought itto be among Christians in the Church, which ts a body 
composed of many members, and requireth that each member 
should perform its proper office for the benefit of the whole. 

2. It is not easy to conceive, how much sin and scandal is 
occasioned by a severe quarrelsome coupe in the disciples of 
Christ. Itstirs up the corruptions of those with whom they con- 
tend ; and leads others to think meanly of a profession which 
has so little eficacy to soften and sweeten the tempers of those * 

wate maintain it.—Doddridge, Fam. Expos. 1 11. 186. 

- An Abbé, remarkable for his parsimony, happened to be 
in pee where a charitable subscription was going round. 
Vhe plate was brought to him, and he contributed his louts- 
Vor. The collector, not observing it, came to him a second 
cme. Lhave put injsaidhe. Jf you say so, [will believe you, 


returned the collector, though I did not see it.—Idid see ti, 


cried old Fontenelle, aid was present, but did not believe it. 
4. There are many deceptions concerning charity. 1. It 
may be practised oa False motives ; interest, custom, fear, 
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‘St will atone for a want of other virtues, or for a life of vice and 
dissipation.—See Dupré, Serm. iii. Crit. Review, April 1782, 
p, 260.—Mr. Law’s character of Negotzus. Voltaire says, 
«< the effect is the same, whatever be the motive.” But surely 
the worth of every action must be estimated by the motive on 
which it is performed. He who attends me when I[ am sick, 
with a view to the making of my will, and getting my estate, 
is a very different man from him who does it only because he 
loves me. Yet the effect may be the same: I may be equally 
taken care of in either case. We are to be judged by one who 
knows the thoughts of our hearts, and will judge us accord- 
ingly. Charity made consistent with vice—Brown’s Sermons, 
278. See Charity well described under the idea of genero- 
sity, Fitzosborne’s Letters, 123. 
( 10 be continued. ) 
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{We invite the attention of our readers to the following treatise. 
it relates to some religious topics that are frequently, and 
with interest, discussed among Christians. Mr. Knox, the 
author, was a Presbyterian minister, and resided for several 
years in this country, but afterwards removed to the West- 
Indies, and died on the island of St. Croix. In the followings 
republication of his letter, the introduction, and some other 
sentences are omitted which were not essential to the argument ; 

and a note to the introduction is incorporated with the letter. 


A Letter to the Rev. Mr. Jacos Green, of New-Fersey, point- 
ing out some Difficulties in the Calvinistic Scheme of Divinity, 
respecting Free Witt, Divine Decrees, PARTICULAR 
RevEmMPTION, &c. and requesting a Solution of them. By 
Hucu Knox, Jinister of the Gospel in the Island of Saba, 
zn the West- Indies. 


Rev. AND DEAR SIR, 


Your very kind letter came safe to hand some weeks ago, 
with your printed sermon on “ ‘The sinner’s faultiness and spi- 
ritual inability ;” for both of which I thank you.*®**#**#x#AK 

{ intirely approve of, and cordially adhere to, that scheme 
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of religion which tends to exalt Gop and humble the creature. 
I think Gop can never be exalted high enough in the thoughts of 
the creature, nor the sinful creature sunk low enough in his own 
thoughts: And if I could imagine that there was any one arti- 
cle in my creed which favoured the opposite, false, abominable 
doctrine, I would tear it off with indignation, and tear away 
that part of my heart which had harboured it. Yet I deem 
sovereignty in Gop to be an amiable, qualified perfection; and I 
dread to conceive of the ALMIGHTY as a proud, partial, capricé- 
ous tyrant, in order to vindicate his independency on the crea- 
ture, or under a pretence of doing this. And yet I cannot help 
thinking, as my mind is now circumstanced, that the Calvinistic 
doctrines of particular redemption, and absolute, unconditional 
reprobation, tend to excite this idea of the ever-blessed God! 

I am so far of Balingbroke’s and his friend Pope’s opinion, as 
to believe in a qualified sense of the phrase, that whatever is, is 
right, i.e. Just as Gop foresaw, determined and permitted that 
it should be; and that, of all possible plans of a world, he 
adopted one of the best upon the whole. This seems.clearly de- 
ducible from the infinite power, wisdom and goodness of Gop. 
Though I greatly hesitate at that supposition of yours, “ that 
Gop might have made a world of free agents, without a possi- 
bility of their falling into sin.” I look on this as implying an 
absurdity. The contrary opinion, besides its evidence from 
reason, clears up or relieves many difficulties in our way of 
conceiving of the divine procedures. Whereas, on the other 
hand, if such an universe could have been made, it will be hard, 
if not zmpossible, for such creatures as we are, to conceive why 
it should not have been dest. 

Our reasonings on the necessity of introducing s7z and misery 
into the system, in order to display the. divine perfections, I 
conceive are at best very arbitrary and hypothetical; and it 
seems to give little advantage to our idea of the divine benevo- 
lence, to suppose it illustrated by the endless and inconceivable 
torments of millions of rational creatures, on the supposition 
that this could have been prevented by a happy and sznless sys- 
tem. It would be daring, I think, to say, that Gop had no 
ether way of manifesting the glory of his perfections to his 
creatures, than by the eternal misery of a great number of them. 
Wherefore I conceive it safest to suppose (with all reverence 
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be it spoken) that Gop cou/d not (in consistence with his per- 
fections, and the free agency of the creature) make a svstem 
of free ACCOUNTABLE creatures, without the posszbility of sin’s 
entering into such a system.* As to the guantum of sin in our 
system, it was doubtless foreseen, permitted, and is wisely over- 
ruled hy.Gop: But I confess I am by no means pleased with 
your way of wording this, viz. “ Gon’s willing, ordering, 
and, in his way, CAUSING this quantum of sin; and this too, as 
a necessary and glorious display of his Aoliness /” ‘* CausinG 
OF SIN, in the most qualified sense, seems a very harsh phrase, 
when applied to the Gon of holiness, and more especially as a 
display of his holiness! 1am still more at a loss to conceive 
how “ Gon’s having ordered /ess sin in our system, would have 
proved him to have been, not a good and holy, but an envious 
being !” 

You have, indeed, in your last letter, in some measure, re- 
tracted these phrases, as sounding harsh; though you still seem 
to suppose they express an zmportant truth. This, my dear Str, 
does but the more confirm me in the suspicion, that a scheme 
of thinking, which requires such language to express it roundly 
and clearly, may be a little dangerous—and does the more at- 
tach me to the supposition advanced above ; “ that Gop could 
not (in consistency with the liberty of the creature) prevent 
sin’s entering into the system; but that, having permitted it, 
upon a clear foresight of all its consequences, as best upon the 
whole, rather than not to produce such a system, he is deter- 
mined to overrule it in such a manner, as will give a bright and 
perpetual display of his infinite power, wisdom, and goodness.” 

Were I thoroughly and convictively of your sentiments on 
this head, I readily allow that I could not possibly stumble at 
any doctrine of the precurses or concuRSEs of the Calvinists. 


* In your last letter you seem to triumph a little prematurely on what I 
here advance, and ask if this 1s consistent with a system which tends to ex- 
alt Gov, and 4uimdle the creature? I humbly conceive that it is, Sir. I ne- 
ver meant to say, nor can I think my words imply it, That Gop could not 
have prevented sin’s entering, if he had so pleased: but this would be to de- 
stroy that freedom which I intended to maintain, by confirming such creatures 
in holiness. Surely you make some difference between Adam’s liberty ina 
state of innocence, and that of Abimeleck or any other sinner in the present 
state, where there is a dispensation of preventing restraining grace! Indeed 
{ cannot reconcile the system of the greatest benevolence to any other plan, 


than the supposition of such an impossibility, 
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But then, according to my present way of conceiving of these 
maiters, I should have insuperable difficulties about the doc- 
trines of a judgment to come, and a future state of rewards 
and punishments: Not being able to reconcile Gop’s causzng 
of stn, in anv sense of the word, with his rectoral justice in 
judging, condemning, and eternally punishing the sinner. And 
hence I should be strongly inclined to fall in with a modern 
Scotch philosopher, who, in his “ inquiry into the foundation 
and principles of morals,” espouses the doctrine of fate ; and, as 
a consequence of this, holds all our moral feelings to be decezt- 
Jul, and makes sin an impossibility. 

This, notwithstanding, I well know; that the gentlemen who 
hold these sentiments, disavow all such consequences, and 
doubtless, see reason, to believe as they do. While I am cha- 
ritably and firmly persuaded of this, and am far from a cer- 
tainty on which side the truth lies, I earnestly pray that Gop 
may so enlighten, enlarge and sanctify my understanding, and 
direct my inquiries, as that I may be led into a// important and 
necessary truth. Sure Iam it would be highly criminal in me 
to embrace such a doctrine, while I continue to view it as in- 
separably connected with such dreadful consequences ; as such 
a belief, in my present circumstances, must unavoidably excite 
in my mind a most disagreeable and unworthy idea of the Su- 
preme Being. I can conceive of the devil as a most envious, 
malicious, revengeful spirit, replete with every malignant dis- 
position, and wholly bent upon defacing the glory of the divine 
workmanship, and involving his more happy fellow-creatures 
in the same circumstances of guilt and misery with himself: 
But could I believe him endued with creating power, and 
making a world of rational immortal creatures, I know not 
whether my worst idea of him could induce me to believe h:m 
capable of causing these creatures of his to sin, and of punishing 
them for so doing, with eternal torments. 

I am very far from believing that sin is a merely fortuitous 
thing in our system ; or that it entered into it beszde the know- 
ledge, or against the will of the Creator. I firmly believe that 
Gop clearly foresaw and deliberately permitted it, in all its 
multiplied circumstances, aggravations and consequences ; and 
that, in this view, it makes..a necessary and very timportant 
part in the plan of our svstem. I believe also that it has by the 
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wonderfully wise superintendency of Gop, though directly 
contrary to its own accursed nature and setidency, been made 
to produce much glory to Gop, and superabundant good to 
many of his creatures. Bui farther I dare not say at present. 
I believe ittobe, in some sort, a necessary and unavoidable evil 
in the system; a fata/ evil to numbers of Gon’s creatures; and 
that nothing but infinite wisdom and power could ever have 
extracted one single grain of good from it. And although | 
firmly believe that all those rational creatures who are, or shall 
be, destroyed by it, are wholly the crzmznal causes of their 
own destruction, vet [ believe them to be so very unfortunate 
and unhappy at the same time, that, could any other plan have 
been fixed upon, whereby sin could have been totally excluded, 
and the free agency of the creature secured, infinite benevo- 
lence would have fixed upon such a plan, in preference to the 
present, or any other where sin must have been admitted. And 
in perfect consistence with this idea of the divine benevolence, I 
think I can conceive how Gop might de/zberately permit sin to 
enter into our system rather than not form such a system; and 
punish impenitent sinners without having any real complacency 
in their misery; so that even the most miserable of all his crea- 
tures shall never have just reason to impeach the equity of his 
procedures. I can conceive that, notwithstanding this permis- 
sion, Gop need be in no wise the cause of that sin which he is 
determined to punish with eternal torment in his creatures; but 
that sin is wholly the creature of men and devils ; and that the 
misery they shall suffer, is the Just and proportionate reward of 
their own evil devices: And, finally, that whosoever of our 
guilty, obnoxious race is saved, he shall be obliged to ascribe 
his salvation wholly to the rich, free and undeserved mercy of 
Gop in CuristT. 

In my present way of thinking, I have not the least doubt of 
the eternity of hell’s torments. Not @# mention the precision 
of Scripture in this article, I conceive it infinitely equitable that 
those ine have an eternal weight of glory set before them, and 
put within their reach, by the Gospel, should suffer eternally for 
despising and rejecting it. So that, on principles of reason, k 
think I can justify the equity of the eternal punishment of Gos- 
pel despisers, at least. But were I to adopt the scheme of wnz- 
versa benevolence, upon your principles, and in the extent in 
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which you seem to hold it, I think it would stagger me a little 
in the belief of that doctrine. If, by the principle of universal 
benevolence, you mean, “ A disposition to promote the greatest 
good of the whole system, as far as the plan of the system will 
admit ;”’ [ readily grant that the misery of a great number of 
the creatures, may consist with the principle of unzversal benevo- 
Jence, in the Creator ; and in this sense, I subscribe to the doc- 
trine. But if you mean that Gop, having it in his power te 
plan a system wherein sin and misery could not take place, was 
pleased, in preference, to adopt the present, and deliberately 
to cause and introduce a certain guantum of sm and misery for 
the greater good of the whole; I profess I cannot see how such 
a choice and preference can consist with the principle of wnz- 
versal benevolence—unless the effects of this benevolence be sup- 
posed to reach, one time or other, to every individual of such 
asystem, and give unto every such individual a surplusage of 
happiness in the whole period of its existence; and this 
would lead me unavoidably into the scheme of Ramsey and 
the other universal redemptionists. For I think, on this scheme 
of universal benevolence, no single individual of the whole sys- 
tem should be left in a state of endless misery, merely to pro- 
mote and advance the stability and happiness of some other indi- 
viduals. Wheretore I really think it behoved President £d- 
wards, in a very particular manner, to confute Ramsey’s scheme ; 
and [ shall gladly purchase his book when it appears. I know 
of but one way of getting rid of this difficulty, and that is, by 
supposing that, although Gon could have made a sinless system 
of free agents in the sense above, yet in no other system than 
the present, could he have given so bright a display and mani- 
festation of his perfcctions to his creatures ; and that for this 
reason he preferred and adopted the present, though necessarily 
involving multitudes of his creatures in endless misery. But 
this, as I observed above, is a mere begging of the question ; 
seeing it is daring in us to limit the divine wisdom, and zmpos- 
sible for us to know that Gop could not have given as bright a 
display of his perfections to the creatures of a system, into 
which sin and misery could not have entered: besides ; not the 
essential glory, but the universal benevolence of Gon, is the idea 
to be reconciled with his preference of the present plan. Gop, 
according to my idea of him, is not a se/fish being, who either 
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necds or a@eszres to have any of his perfections manifested at the 
expense of his creatures. His chief declarative glory consists 
in the exhibition of his wisdom, holiness, justice, goodness, and 
mercy; and without an evident display of these, he could not 
appear glorious to the apprehensions of his rational creatures. 
But to suppose him preferring a system replete with sin, 
and with the endless misery of numbers of his creatures, merely 
to illustrate two or three of his perfections, when he might 
have planned a system, consistent with the free agency of his 
creatures, from which sin and misery might have been pre- 
cluded, seems utterly repugnant to the abeve amiable idea of 
the Almighty, and particularly inconsistent with his universal 
benevolence. 

I really believe if any man were able to make this scheme 
consistent with itself, or to cast light on these dark and deep 
things of Gop, Mr. Edwards was that man. He was unques- 
tionably an holy man, and he seems to have been all penetration 
and znte/lect; and it well becomes a person so every way inferior 
as I am, to controvert the sentiments of so great and good a 
man, with the utmost modesty and deference. But I confess 
his doctrine of the will seems to me iitile else than a doctrine of 
Jate. The constant dependence of our chéice upon motives 
external or without us; the incontrolable power of these mo- 
tives to produce our choice; and all these motives so fixed and 
planted by divine determination and providence, as that the 
chain can never be broken, but must infallibly draw with it the 
last link, render men’s actions so necessary, that, In my opi- 
nion, there can be little room for virtue or vice, for reward or 
punishment. The creature does, indeed, in one sense, choose 
very freely ; and yet, in another sense, he chooses fatally, and 
cannot buichoose.* Yet, towards the latter end of this book, 


* « That mind is said to be possessed of natural liberty, or liberty of choice, 
which is so constituted, as that its volitions shall not be zxvincib/y determined, 
by any foreign cause or consideration whatever offered to it, but by its own 
sovereign pleasure. 

‘« If any instance occurs in which the mind can choose no otherwise than tt 
does, it is not in that instance naturally free; though it chooses with the 
greatest delight, and executes its volitions without any restraint. 

‘* A man is said to be morally free when there is no interposition of the 
will of a superior being, to prohibit or determine his actions in any particulas 
under consideration. 

* What some call a Liberty of shontaneity, consists merely in choosing to pet 
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he, very dexterously, gives all these volitions and actions of 
the creature such a moral colouring, as to make them the pro- 
per objects of praise and blame, reward and punishment. Now, 

if the will of a man has no elective, self-determining power in 
the choice of objects, but is necessarily and unavoidably moved 
and determined by a train of ex xternal motives, so fixed and or- 

dered in the plan of things, as never :to fail in determining it ; 
it matters not to me how freely, i. e. spontaneously, the man 
chooses or refuses the objects that present themselves to him— 
there is certainly no possibility of his choosing or refusing: 
otherwise than he actually does; and I should think it as ab- 
surd to praise or blame, to punish or reward a man for being 
bound at a stake, as a man thus necessarily determined in all 
his volitions : and how to reconcile this with moral and account- 
able freedom, I am utterly at a loss. 

President Edwards has indeed, in a very ygical and laboured 
manner, endeavoured to establish the dependence of human 
choice and volition upon external motives, and to prove the ab- 
surdity and impossibility of the self-determining power of the 
will, and its inconsistence even with comman sense, though it 
‘has been generally thought a dictate of this. And I confess I 
have nolan leisure, nor perhaps penetration enough, to disco- 
ver where the fallacy lies in his reasoning. But, while to me 
| even greater absurdities and impossibilities seem to follow from 
his scheme, than from that of the self-dcetermining power, I 
must needs suppose some fallacy in his reasoning, and can ne- 
ae ver adopt a scheme, which, as I conceive of it upon present 
he evidence, intirelv destrovs moral agency. The case is this: 
a You and President Edwards seem to me to hold a scheme, 
, wherein all things are so fixed, ordered and disposed by a divine 
| predetermination and decree, that, by a necessity of consequence, 
they must come to pass—nay, what is much more, that ther 
is a proper efficiency and casualty on the part of Gon, in deter- 
mining the volitions and actions of mankind, even those that 
are evil: for what less can be meant by Gop’s laying a train of 
motives before these agents, which, as so many vecessary causes, 
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must infallibly produce their effects, and bring these volitions 
and actions into existence. This scheme you seem to think 
necessary in order to maintain the supremacy and sovereignty 
of Gop and the absolute dependence of the creature, and es- 
sential to the plan of the divine superintendency and govern- 
ment. And in order to support this scheme, you produce a 
number of plausible passages of Scripture which seem to coun- 
tenance it; such as “ the certain predisposal and predetermina- 
tion of the sufferings and death of Curist, and the blameable- 
ness and guilt of the agents who fulfilled this decree ;—-Gon’s 
being said to harden Pharaoh’s heart, and his guilt and punish- 
Ment in acting in consequence of this supposed divine influence 
or appointment,” and the like. Now the difficulty with me 
lies in reconciling this scheme with the moral perfections of 
Gop, and the free agency and accountableness of the crea- 
ture. Could I do this clearly, I should have no objection to the 
scheme. 
( To be continued. ) 











For the Churchman’s Magazine. 


The Desire of the Christian for the Foys of Heaven 


Wu EN the pious king of Israel was banished, by a rebellious 
son, from his throne, and from the temple at Jerusalem where 
he had been accustomed, with the voice of joy and praise, to 
celebrate the loving-kindness of the Lord, and to rejoice in 
the display of the divine power and glory, he poured forth the bit- 
terest sighs of regret ; and indulged the most lively desires, that 
he might again be permitted to worship the Lord in the beauty of 
holiness. ‘¢ As the hart panteth after the water brook, so pant- 
eth my soul after thee, O God. My soul thirsteth for God, for 
the living God: when shall I come and appear before God?” 
Ardent also is the desire with which the soul of the pious 
Christian pants for his eternal home, for the fruition of the Joys 
of God’s presence. An exile from the heavenly Jerusalem, he 
is doomed to encounter pain and sorrow in this valley of tears, 
while his fainting spirits are refreshed with only occasional 
beams of glory from the celestial Zion. Panting tor rest from 
VOL. 5. 32 
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the toils and duties of his journey, and inspired with the forey 
taste of heavenly joys, he ardently desires the full fruition ot 
these divine pleasures; he ardently implores a translation to the 
glories of the divine presence. ‘* When shall I come and appear 
before God!” 

This ardent desire of the pious Christian to be translated to 
the glories of the heavenly state, arises from the considerations 
that there he will be released from those sins and sorrows 
which alloy his enjoyments on earth; there he will attain the 
perfection of virtue ; and there he will be blessed with the con- 
summation of all his joys. 

The sincere Christian ardently desires a translation to the 
glories of the heavenly state, because there he will be released 
from the sins and sorrows which alloy his enjoyments on earth. 

The life of the Christian is a life of dangerous and toilsome 
warfare. He has to contend with powerful and implacable foes ; 
with the sinful passions of his heart ; with the alluring tempta- 
tions of the world ; and with the ensnaring wiles of the great 
adversary of his salvation. Constant solicitude, uniform and 
ardent vigilance, vigorous assiduity, and undaunted resolution, 
are the painful but necessary virtues which he must cherish. 
Engaged in a race in which rigorous self-denial and constant 
exertion are necessary to secure the prize for which he is con- 
tending, how ardently must he pant for the period of promised 
repose. Dangers and difficulties retard his progress; numerous 
sorrows and calamities cast over his mind the shades of despon- 
dency. Ardent and vigilant as he may be in the service of 
God ; warm and vigorous as he may be in his conflicts with 
temptation, he is often humbled by defeat; and, in the midst 
of the most fervent aspirations after holiness, is obliged to la- 
ment the weakness of his exertions, the prevalence of sin in 
his heart, and the imperfection of his highest attainments. 
While difficulties and toils thus oppress his spirit, while sin and 
sorrow thus corrode his joys, must he not with holy desire an- 
ticipate the period when these conflicts shall cease, when these 
clouds of despondency shall be chased away? ‘ When shall I 
come and appear before God!” When shall the blest period of 
repose arrive from the tuils and sorrows of this wearisome pil- 
grimage? When shall the painful warfare that now distracts 
and oppresses me, be for ever closed? When shall the prize 
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ef victory crown my laborious exertions in the toilsome race of 
life? When shall my spirit, harassed by temptation and cala- 
mity, be for ever at rest in the bosom of God? When shall I be 
translated from the darkness and gloom of this vale of tears, to 
enjoy the glorics of heaven? When, O my soul, the period of 
thy exile closed, shalt thou be restored to the ineffable and un- 
decaying joys of thy heavenly home? When shall I come 
and appear before God!” 

The desire of the sincere Christian after his heavenly in- 
heritance also arises from the consideration that there he will 
attain the perfection of virtue. 

The most ardent aspirations after virtue will ever animate 
the breast of the sincere Christian. Tobe pure as the fountain 
of purity is pure, to be holy as the God whom he loves and 
serves is holy, is the distinguishing, the uniform, and the su- 
preme desire of his heart. ‘To endeavour to “ pertect holiness 
in the fear of the Lord,” he is excited by the strongest obliga- 
tions and the most powerful motives. Holiness in heart and 
life is enjoined by the command of his supreme Law-giver and 
Judge; it is that object of infinite value for which the Re- 
deemer shed his blood and bestows his grace ; it is the only 
way of returning the immense debt of gratitude which the 
Christian owes to his God and Saviour ; it is the only pledge 
of his enjoyments, and the only passport to eternal bliss. 
With what ardent desire then must the Christian seek perfection 
in virtue! ‘To obtain the inestimable blessing of a pure and 
perfect heart, he will, with daily and persevering ardour, assail 
the throne of grace, and with undaunted and vigorous resolu- 
tion contend against the assaults of temptation. But, alas! he 
often sinks under the mortification of disappointment and defeat. 
His attainments in virtue will fall far short of the ardour of his 
desires, and of the claims of the divine law. An infirm and 
corrupt heart, the solicitations of an alluring world, the cares 
and conflicts of a busy and active life—these are the enemies 
with which the Christian has to contend—these tarnish his at- 
tainments, and palsy his exertions in holiness and virtue. Com- 
plete redemption from sin—complete establishment in the graces 
and virtues of the divine Image, will not reward the desires 
and exertions of the Christian in this present imperfect state. 
They are the blissful fruits of an eternal existence; they are re- 
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served for that heavenly state where the soul will be wholly 
irradiated and transformed by the beams of divine glory. 

To this divine and heavenly state, where the graces of the 
divine Image shall be for ever established in the soul, the Chris- 
tian will eagerly look forward. ‘* When shall I come and ap- 
pear before God?” When shall the agonizing warfare with sin 
and temptation cease? When shall this rebellious heart yield 
no longer a reluctant obedience to thy gracious commands, O 
my God? When shall temptation cease to seduce it from thy 
service? When shall irregular passions cease to blast its purity 
and peace? Bent as my affections are on the service of my 
God, and ardently fixed on the attainment of that holiness 
which alone can make me the object of his love, still I have to 
regret the deficiencies, the falls, the irregularities that mark my 
course. When shall these inconsistences cease, and my purified 
soul supremely delight in God the fountain of holmess and 
source of all its joys? The object of the unparalleled love of 
my divine Redeemer, bought with the price of his most preci- 
ous blood, to him I would seek to consecrate my most ardent 
affections, the sacred devotion of my heart. Ah! when shall 
I be translated to that heavenly kingdom where I shall see the 
imeffable glories of my Saviour without a veil, and unincum- 
bered by the infirmities and sins of a corrupt nature, soar to his 
throne in ceaseless and grateful adoration. ‘“ When shall I 


come and appear before God :” 
( To be continued. ) 








For the Churchmaws Magazine. ; 


| The following letter was sent for insertzon mm the Monthly Antho- 
loz'y, published at Boston, shortly after the appearance of the 
yeview on which it animadverts. It has not appeared in that 
miscellany ; and the Editor is therefore constrained, zn justice 
to himself, and to what he conceives the cause of truth, to in- 
sert 2/ in the Churchman’s Magazine. ‘The Monthly Antho- 
loey has given extensive currency to misrepresentations of 
Episcopal principles and to fallacious reasonings against them, 


which it is necessary to expose. The Editor has only to 
fear, that some of his readers will think too large a portion 
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of the present number devoted to a controverted subject; but 
he trusts the circumstance of his being unable to procure a place 

for this letter in the miscellany for which tt was designed, 
will be accepted as an apology for its appearing tn the present 
work. | 


Letter to the Editor of the Monthly Anthology, containing Re- 
marks ona Review of Dr. M1LuER’s Letters on the Constttu- 
tion and Order of the Christian Ministry, which appeared in 
that Work. 


Mr. EpitTor, 


WuEN any criticisms in a public miscellany represent wri- 
ters and their opinions in an unfavourable light, the impartial 
love of justice, and a wish to promote the spirit of candid 
discussion, will lead the Editors of the work, promptly to ad- 
mit animadversions which profess to correct error and to vin- 
dicate truth. 

My confidence that these are the principles which guide the 
Editor of the Monthly Anthology, mduces me to request his 
msertion of some remarks ona “ Review of Dr. Miller’s let- 
ters on the constitution and order of the Christian ministry,” 
which appeared in that Miscellany for November last. The 
design of these remarks is not to introduce any matter that may 
involve you, Mr. Editor, in what you will probably deem the 
imtricate and unpleasant mazes of ecclesiastical controversy. 
They aim merely at rendering an act of justice to writers 
and opinions whom your reviewer sometimes attempts to hold 
up to unmerited odium, and sometimes (doubtless uninten- 
tionally) most essentially misrepresents. 

The order of the Christian ministry, so far from being, as 
your reviewer affects to consider it, a matter of indifference, 
involves an enquiry of the first importance. Who are those 
officers whom the divine Author of our religion, and the source 
of all power in his Church, commissioned to act in his name in 
the administration of sacred things—is sur¢ly an enquiry which 
merits the most serious consideration. Why then should the 
discussion of this important subject excite astonishment? Why 
should the writer who is desirovs to awaken the attention oi 
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Christians to a subject which involves nothing less than the 
means of externu/ communion with the Church of their Re- 
déemer, be accused of “ an unnecessary and reprehensible vio- 
lation of charity and peace?” Are not discordant opinions en- 
tertained by different sects of professing Christians on many 
fundamental points of doctrine and church order? Must they, 
by the avowal or defence of these opinions, incur the anathema 
of being “ violators of charity and peace ?” Then, Mr. Editor, 
professing Christians are reduced to the singular dilemma of 
being compelled either to avoid the avowal and defence of 
opiions which they conscientiously believe are true and im- 


portant, or to bear the heavy odium of throwing the brands of 


discord through the peaceful walks of social life. The advocate 
of the Trinity must behold his Saviour stripped of divine ho- 
nours, and yet forbear to “ confess him before men,” lest “* cha- 
rity and peace should be violated!” The Unitarian, on the other 
hand, must view one whom he considers a mere man exalted to 
divine honours ; and yet forbear to arrest what he deems the 
work of impicty, iest he should violate charity and peace! ‘The 
Calvinist must behold an attempt, as he conceives, to strip the 
Erernat of his irresistible sovereignty ; and the Arminian, as he 
conceives, the dangerous design to exalt this sovereignty on the 
ruins of the bright attribute of mercy ; and yet put their hands 
upon their mouths, lest they should violate the law of charity 
and peace ! No aitempt shall be made to defend those sacra- 
ments instituted bythe Lord of life, which the Quaker re- 
jects; or to claim the right of baptism for infants whom the Sa- 
viour blessed and embraced in his merciful arms, lest charity 
ind peace be vieluted! ‘The Episcopalian must cease to vindi- 
cate a ministry transmitted to him by his forefathers with the 
sacred seal of Apostolic and Primitive authority, must cease to 
warn his brethren of the danger of perishing in the “ gainsay- 
ng of Korah;” and the anti-Episcopalian must forbear to ex- 
pose pretensions which he conceives are unwarrantable and dan- 
serous, lest charity and peace be violated! Away, Mr. Editor, 
with the absurd coniveaiilinis It would sacrifice truth not to 
charitv, but to that spurious liberality, which would soon leave 
as no truth for which to contend. It would sacrifice Apostolic 
erder to that criminal indifference which would soon leave the 
Church no officers, no usages but what popular caprice might 
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impose. Establish the position that free discussion, or, if you 
please, controversy, is never to be admiited, and the current of 
truth which when agitated flows pee and clear, will soon be- 
come corrupt and noxious. No, Mr. Editor, charity and peace 
need never be violated by zealo: ale Maintaining any of the ad- 
verse opinions which unhappily divide professing Christians. 
These discordant opinions are the unavoidable consequence of 
the imperfection and corruption of human nature. ‘Their pre- 
valence being predicted in the Gospel of Christ, so far from di- 
minishing the credibility of this Gospel, is one proof of its di- 
vine origin. When inthe view of the heresies and schisms that 
would deform and rend the body of Christ, inspired Apostles 
delivered the injunctions to “ contend earnestly for the faith,” and 
to avoid schism, as a “ carnal” sin, rn surely had no appre- 


hensions that the sacred duties which they enjoined would be 


incompatible with that charity which is the “ bond of perfect- 
ness.” Charity and peace may tdeed be violated in the spirit 
and the manner with which discussion is conducted. And these 
sacred virtues are violated, whenever accusations like those of 
your Reviewer are directed against any sect or individuals who 
only exercise the indubitable right of “* cently avowing and 
maintaining their opinions. 


Your Reviewer asserts, that none “ 


can be so absurd as to 


maintain at the present day, either the jus dzvinum, or the un- 


interrupted succession of any hicrarchy on earth.” Modest 
Mr. Reviewer! How deep the blush which must have suffused 
your countenance when you were forced to assume the magis- 
terial chair, and doubtless with infinite reluctance to put a fool’s 
ane on some of the mést illustrious scholars and divines that 
‘“‘ in the present day” have been the boast and ornament of the 
English Church; on the Hornes, the Jones, the Hors.eys, 
the Faspers,* the Dausenys, the Howrmaranns:; of whom, 
some still grace the Lyceum and the Temple, while others 
have gone “to the resting-place of the spirits of the just.” 
I leave the advocate of Presbytery to recount the distin- 
guished names of those who, “ under the covering of the Scotch 
bonnet, > have advanced pretensions which the Reviewer is 
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pleased to brand as “ absurd!” When he scowls at the idea of 
uninterrupted succession, he surely forgets that the blessed 
Founder of the Church declared to his Apostles, that ‘ he 
would be with them to the end of the world;” he surely forgets 
the inspired declaration, that “ no man taketh this honour 
(the honour of the priesthood) to himself, but he that is cailed 
of God, as was Aaron,” by an external commission. Your 
Reviewer, Mr. Editor, will certainly not be the advocate of 
miraculous commissions in the present day. And how this 
external commission, declared by the voice of inspiration to be 
essential to the Christian ministry, can be derived but by unin- 
terrupted succession from those originally vested with power to 
convey it, will puzzie even the Reviewer himself, with all his 
ingenuity, to point out. Will the Reviewer seriously main- 
tain, that the people are the source of spirztua/l power! Will 
he avow that any set of Laymen can confer spiritual authority ? 
Will he seriously maintain, that a commission conferred by 
them can be as valid as one received from the * laying on of 
the hands” of those who are regularly commissioned, in suc- 
cession, by the great Head of the Church? Then the Church is 
no longer the * Church of God and his Christ,” but the Church 
of the people. Then the ministry are no longer “ stewards of 
God,” but stewards of the people. ‘Then Mr. Reviewer can in 
vain lay claim to be ranked among Episcopalians, Presbyte- 
rians, or even among well informed Congregationalists.* He 
will spurn the * encroachments” of the ministry whom these 
denominations maintain are authorized to act in Christ’s name 
by a commission derived from him! Like the Independents 
and Brownists of the turbulent days that are past, he will shake 
off the shackles of the Bishop, the Presbytery, and the Council ; 
and, enlisting in his service some lay brethren, “ humble, 
private, and unassuming laicks,”’ he will constitute, by lay ordi- 
nation, ministers equal in authority to those whose “ encroach- 
ing spirits” are not satisfied with any thing short of a divine 
commission, of being called of God, as was Aaron! 


* The ingenicus Dr. Lathrop, of Springfield, Massachusetts, in some 
sermons published a few yeuis since, ably vindicates ihe doctrine of the 
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The Reviewer ought to know that in branding the exclusive 
elaims of Episcopacy with the imputation of being “ absurd, 
uncharitable, and encroaching,” he casts odium not on a few 
Episcopalians, but on that venerable Church which has often 
been justly stvled the bulwark of the Reformation. The 
Episcopal Church in England and America maintain, in the 
preface to her book of ordination, “ that it is evident unto 
all men diligently reading holy Scripture and ancient authors, 
that from the Apostles’ times there have been three orders of 
ministers in Christ’s Church, Bishops, Priests and Deacons.” 
She declares that she will receive none as ministers but * those 
who have had Episcopal consecration or ordination.” In her 
solemn ordination prayers she devoutly thanks “ Almighty 
God” that ue has, “ by his divine Providence,” and “ by his 
Holy Spirit, instituted divers orders in his Church,” and names 
* Bishops, Priests and Deacons” as the orders thus appointed. 
And when the Episcopalian is supported by these authorities 
from the public offices of his Church—offices drawn up and 
subscribed by “ those venerable men who finally settled her go« 
vernment and worship”—is he to be sneeringly told by this 
Reviewer, that “ the Cranmers, and Wakgs, and Usuers, 
and STYLLINGFEEETS of the Church must look down with in- 
effable indignation on the folly of their pretended successors, 
who would alarm the unwary, the timid, or the ignorant in z 
country like this, with the jus divinum of Diocesan Episco» 
pacy!” Prudence should have prevented Mr. Reviewer from 
writing thus dogmatically oa points with which he does not ap- 
pear to be fully acquainted. And the spirit of candour should 
have restrained the charges of “ folly,” of a base and unwar- 
rantable design to “ alarm the unwary, the timid, or the igno- 
rant.” The “ indignation” which these charges are calculated 
to excite against those at whom they are aimed, 1s evidently 
merited by him who thus rashly urges them. If these autho- 
rities from the offices of ordination do not place Eniscopacy on 
the footing of divine tstitution, language has no Meaning. 

The Episcopalian, however, will not contend for words. Ac- 
knowledge the Apastoic institution of Episcopacy, ise you 
satisfy him. He then inquires—U the Apostles, the divinely 


inspired Governors of the Church, constituted divers orders of 
ministers, and placed exclusively with one order the power of 
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ordination, who shall dare to change that ministry by which the 
visible Church is known? Who shall presume to substitute hu- 
man powers in the place of that authority which flows from the 
only legitimate fountam, Christ and his Apostles, the head and 
founders of the Church! ‘ The highest dignitary of the Ame- 
rican Church”* has too high a sense of propriety, and of his 
solemn obligations to the Church at whose altar he ministers, 
to relinquish any of her doctrines or institutions. He proposed 


indeed, at a period when he supposed necesszty justified the 


measure, a departure from the regular succession of Bishops. 
At the same time he acknowledged the indispensable obligation 
to preserve it when it could be had. He maintained as Ais 
own, the Episcopal opinion, that “ Jesus Christ and his Apos- 
tles commissioned an order of ministers superior to Presbyters, 
and vested them with the power of ordination, and that this 
supereminent commission has been handed down to the present 
day.” ‘The Reviewer, if he had read the pamphlet of the Bi- 
shop, or even the “* Essays on Episcopacy,” mentioned in his 
review, (and if he had not, he certainly was not qualified for 
stating facts and opinions on this subject,) must have known 
all these particulars. Why then in candour and justice did he 
not state them? The Reviewer, if he has read Hooker’s Eccle- 
siastical Polity (and if he has not, he is not qualified for ma- 
naging or reviewing any Episcopal controversy), must know 
that many to whom he sneeringly applies the obnoxious appel- 
lation of High Church, while they maintain the divine institu- 
tion of E»iscopacy, admit of a departure from it in cases of 
necessity. Why then does he represent such a concessicn as 
relinquishing the claims of Episcopacy to divine institution? 
Can the divine institution of Episcopacy be avowed in stronger 
terms than by Hooker, when he asserts that “ Bishops, Pres- 
byters and Deacons, such as are in the Church of England, 
had their beginning from Christ and his blessed Apostles them- 
selves;”f that “ it was the general received opinion of the an- 
cient Christian world, that ecclesza est 7» Episcope, the outward 
heing of a church, consisted in the having of a Bishop ;”f “ that 
the first institution of. Bishops was from Heaven, was even 
* The Reviewer refers to Bishop White of Pennsylvania. 


+ Eccl. Pel. book v. sect. 78. 
4 Eccl. Pol. book vit. sect. 5. 
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of God; the Holy Ghost was the author of it.”* And yet 
Hooker admits of a departure from Episcopacy in a case of 
“‘ inevitable necessity.” Bishop White will probably have no 
objection to consider himself an Episcopalian on the principies 
of Hooker: that Bishop White did not consider a temporary 
departure from Episcopacy in a case of necessity as incompati- 
ble with an acknowledgment of its general obligation, is ascer- 
tained from his explicit declarations in an appendix to a charge 
to his clergy. In this appendix (p. 56.) he states, ‘“ To those 
who being adverse to the Apostolic origin of Episcopacy, have 
considered him as having consented with them in opinion, he is 
ready to declare, on every suitable opportunity, that the contrary 
was intended to be implied, and that it is obvious according to 
his conceptions, on the face of the performance.” This per- 
formance was the one in which the measure of a temporary de- 
parture from Episcopacy in a supposed case of necessity was 
proposed. 
( Lo be concluded in the next number.) 











DUTY OF RECEIVING THE HOLY EUCHARIST. 


From a Sermon on the Eucharist, by the Rev. ADAM CLARK, 


Ler no man deceive his own soul, by imagining he can still 
have all the benefits of Christ’s death, and yet have nothing to 
do with the sacraments. It is a command of the living God, 
founded on the same authority as, ‘Thou shalt do no murder ;” 
none, therefore, can disobey it and be guiltless. Again: Let 
no man impose upon himself by the supposition, that he can 
enjoy this supper spiritually, without using what too many im- 
plously call the carnal ordinance ; i. e. without eating bread 
and drinking wine in remembrance of the death of Christ. Is 
not this a delusion! What says the sovereign will of God? 
Do this. What is this? Why, take bread, break and eat it : 
take the cup and drink ye all of it. This, and only this, is ful- 
“lling the will of God. Therefore the eating of the sacramen- 


* Eccl. Pol. book yii. sect. 5. 
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tal bread, and the drinking of the consecrated wine, are essen~ 
tial to the religious performance of our Lord’s command. It 
is true, a man may use these and not discern the Lord’s body ; 
not duly and deeply consider that these svmbols point out the 
body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ, which were offered 
up to God for him; i. e. he may, possibly, not keep the eye of 
his faith upon the atonement, while he is using the symbols, 
and thus the sacred ordinance be no more to him than a com- 
mon thing; but does not he who rejects the symbols, put it ab- 
solutely out of his power to celebrate the divine ordinance? A 
man may rest in the letter and not attain the spirit. But can 
a man who has it in his power to avail himself of the letter 
and does not do it, consistently with the appointment of God, 
accept the spirit? The letter may be without the spirit, but can 


the spirit in this case be without the letter? In other words, 


is not obedience to the literal meaning of our Lord’s words es- 
sential to the attainment of the spiritual blessings to which they 
refer? And is it not as absurd to expect spiritual blessings 
without the use of the appointed means, as to expect to hear 
sounds, and see objects, without the medium of the sun and 
atmosphere? 
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THE FRIEND. By Bishop Horns. 


‘Tae fastest friend the world affords 
Is quickly irom me gone: 

Faithless behold him turn his back, 
And leave me all alone! 


+s My friead, sincerely yours tz// death :” 
The world no farther goes ; 

Perhaps, while earth to earth is laid, 
A tear of pity flows. 
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Be thou, my Saviour, then, my friend, 
3 {n thee my soul shall crust, 

. Who false wilt never prove in death, 

: Nor leave me in the dust. 





Home while my other friends return, 
All solemn, silent, sad, 

With thee my flesh shall rest in hope, 
And all my bones be glad. 


4 THE ASPIRATION, 
4 By the Rev. Joun Norris, Rector of Bemerton. 


How long, great God, how long must 
a Immured in this dark prison lie! 

i Where at the gates and avenues of sense 

4 My soul must watch to have intelligence : 

2 Where but faint gleams of thee salute my sight, 
4 Like doubtful moon-shine in a cloudy night. 
When shall I leave this magic sphere, 

And be all mind, all eye, all ear! 
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How cold this clime! and yet my sense 
Perceives even here thy influence. 
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Even here thy strong magnetic charms I feel, 
And pant and tremble like the amorous steel. 
To lower good, and beauties less divine, 
Some times my heart erroneous does decline; 
4 But yet (so strong the sympathy) 

' It turns, and points again to thee. 
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I long to see this excellence 

Which at such distance strikes my sense. 
Mv impatient soul struggles to disengage 
Her wings from the confinement of her cage. 
Would’st thou, great love, this prisoner once set irce, 
How would she hasten to be link’d to thee! 

She’d for no angels’ conduct stay, 

But fly, and love on all the way. 
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THE MONKISH LATIN HYMN, 
'sed as a Grace after Meat, at Magdalen College, Oxford. 


Tr Deum patrem colimus, 
Te laudibus prosequimur, 
Qui corpus cibo reficis, 
Celesti mentem gratia. 


Te adoramus, O Jesu, 
Te, Fuili unigenite, 

Te, qui non dedignatus es 
Subire claustra virginis. 


Actus in crucem factus es 
[rato Deo victima ; 

Per te, Salvator unice, 
Vite spes nobis rediit. 


Tibi, zterne Spiritus, - 
Cujus afflatu peperit 
Infantem Deum Maria, 
fEternum benedicimus. 


Triune Deus, hominum 
Salutis autor optime, 
Immensum hoc mysterium 
Ovanti lingua canimus. 


PARAPHRASE. By Bishop Horne. 


Tu EE, mighty Father, we adore, 
And praise thy name for evermore ; 
Whose bounty feeds all Adam’s race, 
And cheers the hungry soul with grace. 
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i) Great co-eternal Son, to thee, 

a With one consent, we bow the knee ; 
2 For our salvation man become, 

s Thou didst not scorn the virgin’s womb. 





The Paschal Lamb, foreshown of old, 
In thee, sweet Jesu! we behold, 

And pardon through thy blood receive, 
While on thy cross we look and live. 





Thee too, all-hallow’d mystic Dove, 


4 We ever bless, and ever love: 

a : Thy wonders how shall we declare? 
ee : ee ts 

eS The Lord was born, the virgin bare! 
“a 

= Almighty everlasting Three, 

& No other God we have but thee; 


Thy glorious works, immortal King, 
In triumph thus we daily sing. 
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The following Account of a Canonization at Rome, taken from 
an English publication, will show that some of the most absurd 
Ceremonies of Popery are still practised. 


O N Trinity Sunday, 1807, the Canonization of five blessed 
inhabitants of heaven took place, viz. Francis Caracciolo, Be- 
nedict de San Traledo, Angale Mereci, Colette Boilet, and 
Jacmtha Marescotti. The Pope was met at the gate of the 
¥ Church by the Chapter of the Vatican, and conducted to the 
: altar, where the holy sacrament was exposed. He was then 
placed again in his chair, and carried into the grand theatre 
erected for this august ceremony. Here he gscended a magni- 
ficent throne, and received the homage of the Cardinals, &c. 
The Solicitor for the Canonization then advanced towards the 
throne, where the Advocate, kneeling, made his request for 
the Canonization of these five blessed Celestials. The Arch 
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bishop of Carthage answered, in the name of his Holiness, that 
it was his intention first to implore the assistance of divine 
light, through the intercession of the Saints. The head of the 
church, and the whole of the assembly, then knelt, and the li- 
tanies of the Saints were sung. , The Advocate then made a 
second request, and recourse was agam had to fresh prayers. 
The request was repeated a third time in these words, “ Jn- 
stanter, Instantius, Instantissime.”’ 

The Archbishop answered, “* His Holiness decides, that it is 
agreeable to God that the five blessed souls should be ranked 
among the Saints.” The Pope then pronounced the decree of 
Canonization on the persons first mentioned. After which the 
Cardinal Solicitor kissed the hands and knees of the Holy 
Father, who began the Te Dewm. Suddenly resounded the 
trumpets, the bells of the church, the discharge of field-pieces, 
and of the artillery of the castle of St. Angelo. 

This signal being given, the bells of all the churches in Rome 
rent the air during’ a whole hour. Among several other cere- 
monies too tedious to recite, prayers were offered to the Saints 
which they had just made, and his Holiness delivered a learned 
discourse. The Cardinal Bishop then requested, and published 
a plenary indulgence for seven years, and seven times forty 
days, for those who had assisted on the occasion, and those 
who have visited the tombs of these new Saints! 

=> Several articles of ecclesiastical news are unavoidably 
postponed. 

MARRIED, 

At Norwalk, Connecticut, by the Rev. Mr. Whitlock, Mr. 
George Cannon, to Miss Betsey Hanford, of Wilton. 

a> In future no account of marriages and deaths will be 
inserted which is not forwarded for publication. 

aD ¢ Se 

In the hist of the Clergy annexed to the Journals of the Ge- 
neral Convention, the names of the Rev. Dr. William Smith, 
residing in New-York, and of the Rev. Mr. Wheaton, of Stam- 
ford, Connecticut, were inadvertently omitted. 

We are desired to correct the following errors in the Pastoral 
etter from the House of Bishops: Page 18, line 20, for “ these” 
sead those, and page 21, line 14, for “ softens” read fosters. 





